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FOR 

General  Inoculation* 

Gentlemen, 

A Pamphlet  has  been  lately  ad- 
drefied  to  you  by  Dr.  Wat- 
kinfon,  in  which  are  a number  of 
quotations  from  various  authors,  in 
different  languages,  and  an  abftrufe 
kind  of  reafoning  well  adapted  to 
the  purpofe  of  one  who  aims  to  cap- 
tivate the  judgment  of  his  readers 
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by  a parade  of  learning,  but  by  no 
means  fuited  to  convey  his  meaning 
in  the  plaineft  and  molt  intelligible 
terms. 

In  the  treatife  which  I have  now 
the  honor  to  offer  to  you,  this  ob- 
fcurity  is  endeavoured  to  be  removed, 
the  evidence  and  arguments  that  are 
there  produced  are  examined,  and  are 
(hewn  to  be  in  fome  inftances  untrue, 
and  in  others  diametrically  to  oppole 
the  caufe  he  efpoufes. 

Previous  to  this  I have  offered 
iome  obfervations  on  the  Introduc- 
tion to  the  Plan  of  the  Dilpenfary 
for  General  Inoculation,  in  order  to 
expofe  the  miftaken  affertions  and 
deluffve  reafoning  contained  therein. 

To  thefe  are  added  fome  recent 
cafes  in  fupport  of  the  opinions  I had  • 
formerly  advanced  in  my  Thoughts 

on 
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on  General  and  Partial  Inoculations, 
which  I hope  will  be  deemed  con- 
clufive  ; and  you  will  be  pleafed  to 
remark,  Gentlemen, , that  Dr.  Wat- 
kin  fon  has  been  invited  to  vilit  the 
Patients  with  me,  even  during  the 
time  of  their  illnefs ; and  that  this 
offer  he  has  declined. 

In  faCt,  the  proofs  that  inoculated 
perfons  do  and  have  infeCted  others, 
are  too  abundant  to  admit  of  doubt 
or  denial ; and  of  courfe  by  this 
mode  of  general  Inoculation  the  in- 
fection muft  be  unavoidably  fpread, 
though  to  what  extent  no  one  can 
poflibly  determine.  Under  this  con- 
lideration  I do  not  fee  how  any  one 
can  in  confcience  encourage  the  Ino- 
culation of  the  Poor  at  their  own 
Jioufes,  unlefs  he  would  himfelf  be 
willing  that  inoculated  perfons  fhould 
have  intercourfe  with  fuch  of  his  own 
family  as  have  not  had  the  difeafe. 

I can- 
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I cannot  dole  this  addrefs,  Gen- 
-tlernen,  without  paying  a juft  tribute 
to  thofe  hearts  which  have  counte- 
nanced this  Inftitution.  But  if  the 
perufal  of  thefe  fheets  ftiould  con- 
vince fuch  as  have  been  actuated  by 
thofe  liberal  motives,  that  the  method 
which  has  been  adopted  cannot  be 
defended  upon  principles  of  humani- 
ty, ftill  the  lame  fentiments  will  en- 
courage them  to  embrace  every  op- 
portunity that  may  offer,  to  afford 
the  benefit  of  Inoculation  to  the  in- 
duftrious  Poor,  without  fubje&ing 
their  unwilling  or  unhealthy  neigh- 
bours to  the  danger  of  the  natural 
difeale. 

I am,  Gentlemen, 

Your  moft  obedient  Servant. 


O B S E R- 


OBSERVATIONS 


ON  THE 

INTRODUCTION 

TO  THE 

PLAN. 

IN  the  fummer  of  the  year  1775  I re- 
ceived a letter,  informing  me,  that  a 
Society  was  intended  to  be  eitabliflied 
in  London  for  the  Inoculation  of  the 
Poor  at  their  own  houtes ; and  defiring 
to  know  whether  I would  content  to  be 
named  as  a confulting  phyfician,  and  one 
of  my  fons  as  phyfician,  to  the  charity  ? 
I returned  an  anfwer,  expreffing  my  wi flies, 
that  the  Poor  might  more  generally  par- 
take  of  the  benefit  of  Inoculation  ; but 
that  the  obje£tions  to  the  mode  propofed 
feemed  fo  many  and  weighty,  that  I mufl 
decline  taking  any  part  unlefs  they  could 
be  removed, 
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1 was  afterwards  invited  to  meet  feme 
Medical  Gentlemen,  who  were  promoters 
of  the  plan,  at  a tavern,  where  I found 
two  phyficians  who  were  Grangers  to  me, 
and  a Gentleman  who  I have  been  informed 
fince  is  Secretary  to  the  Society.  At  this 
conference  I mentioned  fome  objections 
that  feemed  to  me  the  moft  material ; to 
which  no  fatisfaCtory  anfwers  were  given ; 
but  they  invited  me  to  accept  the  poll  of 
a Vice-prefident,  with  the  flattering  ap- 
pendage, that  they  had  no  doubt  of  fuc- 
Ceeding  if  I would  efpoufe  the  caufe.  I 
declined  this  honor ; but  recommended  that, 
before  a dangerous  and  infectious  difeafe  was 
difleminated  among  the  poor,  they  fhould 
make  their  intention  more  publicly  known, 
and  afk  the  opinion  of  fome  perfons  of 
eminence,  whofe  approbation  might  add 
weight  to  an  undertaking  which  would 
otherwife  appear  to  be  the  projeCt  of  a 
fmall  number,  for  their  own  private  emo- 
lument : and  I then  mentioned  the  College 
of  Phyficians,  as  the  legal  guardians  of 
medicine  in  and  near  London. — No.  The 
College  would  certainly  oppofe  the  propo- 
faL — - 1 could  not  fee  why  this  was  to  be 
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apprehended,  unlefs  it  appeared  in  feme 
refpe&s  exceptionable.  But,  as  there  were 
many  phyficians  of  eminence,  would  they 
communicate  their  plan  to  fome  of  thefe, 
and  fee  whether  they  would  allow  of  their 
names  to  be  made  ufe  of  as  fupporters  of  it  ? 
No.  This  was  alfo  efteemed  needlefs. 

As  no  other  Medical  Gentlemen  were 
to  be  confulted,  I advifed  them  to  make 
application  to  the  Legiflature,  for  its  con- 
fent  and  countenance.  This  propofal  was 
like  wife  rejedled. 

I was  inclined  to  think,  that  a fcheme 
which  fhunned  all  inquiry  from  thofe  who 
were  undoubtedly  the  beft  judges  of  its 
propriety,  would  be  dropped  as  unlike  to 
fucceed ; but  I found  the  contrary  from  a 
little  pamphlet,  which  was  given  me  by 
a friend,  inti  tied, 

A Plan  of  the  Difpenfary  for  General 
Inoculation . 

On  reading  this,  to  which  the  name 
of  the  printer  is  not  annexed,  I the  lefs 

A z wondered 
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Wondered  that  the  authors  were  unwilling 
to  fubmit  their  fcheme  to  the  opinions  of 
the  moft  eminent  phyiicians,  fince  the  urn 
truths  and  falfe  reafonings  it  contained 
would  certainly  have  been  detected  by 
them  : but  I found  in  it  a degree  of  plau- 
fibility,  well  calculated  to  impofe  on  the 
judgments  of  the  well-meaning,  charitable 
perfons  to  whom  it  had  been  privately 
handed.  To  expofe  and  refute  thefe  fal- 
lacies I thought  a duty  which  I owed  to 
the  Public,  and  accordingly  wrote  and 
publifhed  my  64  Thoughts  on  general  and 
*4  partial  Inoculations to  which  I added 
a tranflation  of  two  fhort  Tradls,  relating 
to  the  fame  fubjedl,  which  were  publifhed 
in  1768,  when  I was  in  Ruffia : and  in 
thefe  the  opinions  I now  maintain  are  fo 
clearly  expreffed,  that  I fliall  be  fufficient- 
ly  exculpated  for  having  taken  up  the  pen 
for  mere  oppoftion  fake* 

In  this  publication  I contented  myfelf 
with  taking  the  matter  into  confideration, 
without  hinting  at  the  occafion,  or  mem 
tioning  any  one  by  name,  and  fhould  have 
re  {led  much  better  fatisfied  if  a difference 

of 
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of  opinion  might  till  have  been  fubmitted 
to  the  public  without  this  introductory  re- 
lation, which  I now  think  myfelf  obliged 
to  publifli,  on  finding  that  I am  called  out 
by  name  in  a pamphlet,  intitled, 

An  Examination,  &c.  by  John  War- 
kinfon,  M.  D, 

Previous  to  fome  remarks  on  that  per- 
formance, I fhall  infert  the  Introduction 
to  the  before-mentioned  Plan  of  the  Dif- 
penfary,  which  contains  the  chief  argu- 
ments in  favour  of  the  institution,  and 
add  fome  obfervations  thereon,  that  the 
public  may  be  fully  enabled  to  determine, 
whether  the  reflections  I have  made  on  it 
are  well  founded  or  not. 

“INTRODUCTIO  N.” 

“ As  the  strength  of  a nation  is,  in  a 
■c  great  meafure,  proportionate  to  the  num- 
66  ber  of  its  inhabitants,  every  attempt  to 
46  increafe  population  by  preserving  life, 

has  a jut  claim  to  the  regard  both  of 
**  patriotifm  and  humanity.” 

66  One 

V • 'w' 
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44  One  of  the  chief  caufes  of  depopula- 

tion  among  the  human  fpecies  (parti- 
46  cularly  in  large  towns)  is  the  Small 
46  Pox,  which  in  the  courfe  of  the  laft 
66  fifty  years,  as  appears  by  the  Bills  of 
66  Mortality,  has  fwept  away  one  hundred 
44  and  feven  thoufand  one  hundred  and 
44  fifty  of  the  inhabitants  of  this  me- 
44  tropolis.” 

44  To  difarm  this  difeafe  of  its  malig- 
44  nant  powers — to  promote  the  increafe 
44  of  mankind — and  diminifli  the  fum  of 
44  human  mifery.  Inoculation  feems  pro- 
44  videntially  to  have  been  introduced.” 

44  To  Ihew,  by  a detail  of  particular 
44  fa£ts,  the  fitnefs  of  Inoculation  for  an- 
44  fwering  thefe  valuable  ends,  would,  at 
44  this  period  of  time,  and  in  this  coun-r 
44  try  efpecially,  where  the  utility  of  it 
44  has  been  fo  long  experienced,  be  altoge- 
44  ther  fiiperfluous.” 

44  It  is  a truth  univerfally  admitted, 
44  that  not  more  than  one  out  of  five  hun- 
46  died  die  of  the  inoculated  Small  Pox. 

44  If 
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u If  therefore  the  107,150  above-men- 
66  tioned  had  received  the  difeafe,  to  which 
they  fell  victims,  by  Inoculation,  the 
44  number  of  lives  which  would  have  been 
44  thereby  preferved,  together  with  the 
44  probable  increafe  from  them,  muft  have 
44  made  a very  confiderable  addition  to  the 
44  ftrength  of  the  ftateT 

Thus  far  I have  nothing  to  object,  as 
no  one  can  more  willingly  fiibfcribe 
to  an  eulogium  on  Inoculation. 

44  It  is  further  to  beobferved,  in  favour 
44  of  the  inoculated  Small  Pox,  that  the 
44  danger  of  Ip  reading  the  infection  by  it 
44  is  obvioufly  fo  much  lefs  than  in  the 
44  natural,  that  it  has  even  been  doubted 
44  by  fome  eminent  phyficians,  whether  it 
44  ever  propagates  the  contagion,  unlefs 
44  by  contact.  It  is  therefore  apparent, 
44  that  as  Inoculation  gains  ground,  the 
44  natural  Small  Pox  will  be  lefs  frequent, 
44  till  at  length,  like  the  leprofy  of  the 
44  Jews  and  fome  other  difeafes,  it  may 
46  poffibly  be  known  only  by  name.’5 


That 
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That  the  danger  of  fpreading  the  infec- 
tion is  much  lefs  in  the  inoculated,  than 
natural  Small  Pox,  no  one  has  difputed. 
But  the  names  of  the  eminent  phyficians, 
who  have  doubted  whether  the  contagion 
is  ever  propagated  unlefs  by  contact,  Ihould 
have  been  produced;  and,  if  the  authors- 
of  the  Introdu£tion  would  have  this  opinion 
credited,  they  fhould  have  added  their  own 
names  as  fupporters  of  it. 

This  they  have  not  done,  and  I am 
perfuaded  never  will. — What  then  fliall  we 
think  of  men,  who  by  infinuations  endea- 
vour to  propagate  an  opinion  on  fo  very 
interefting  a fubjefl,  yet  bring  no  proof 
to  fupport  it,  and  are  themfelves  afhamed 
to  avow  it  ? 

The  inference  drawn  from  it  beginning 
with,  u It  is  therefore  apparent,”  is  truly 
curious,  and  deferves  particular  attention,, 
for  it  promifes  more  benefit  to  mankind 
than  any  of  the  numerous  advertifements 
we  meet  with  in  the  news-papers : for  in 
thefe  the  noftrum-mongers  only  pretend 
to  cure  all  difeafes,  whereas  this  aflbres 
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us,  that  the  moft  contagious  and  fatal 
diftemper  Europeans  are  liable  to,  fhall  be 
fo  much  extirpated,  as  that  it  may  poffibly 
be  known  only  by  name.  But  as  it  is  pro- 
bable, that  home  perfons,  like  myfelf,  may 
think  the  proof  alledged  infufficient,  and  be 
defirous  of  having  fame  difficulties  removed, 

I lhall  ftate  a few  of  them. 

It  is  impoffible  to  fpeak  with  precifion 
of  the  number  refident  in  and  about  Lon- 
don who  have  not  had  the  Small  Pox ; 
the  number  however  rnuft  be  very  con- 
liderable.  I fhould  be  glad  to  fee  a plan 
for  the  immediate  inoculation  of  thefe,  and 
alfo  feme  account  given  of  what  is  to  be 
done  with  the  new-born  infants,  who 
may  be  fairly  reckoned  at  about  fixty  in 
a day  L 

It  will  be  proper  alfo  to  inform  us, 
what  number  of  medical  gentlemen  and 
their  affiftants  may  be  deemed  requifite  to 

* There  are  about  17,000  Chriftened  in  a year  ; but 
as  neither  Di (Tenters,  Roman  Catholicks,  or  Jews  are 
included  in  that  number,  it  may  be  reafonable  to  fup- 
pofe  22,000  may  be  born  within  the  Bills  in  the  whole, 
which  is  at  the  rate  of  about  60  on  a day. 

B complete 
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complete  this  great  undertaking.  At  pre- 
fent,  the  fociety  has  only  appointed  one 
phyfician,  two  furgeons,  and  an  apothe- 
cary, with  two  confuiting  phyficians. 

The  tender  feelings  of  humanity  will 
alfo  awaken  our  concern  for  the  very  great 
number  who  may  be  in  a bad  ftate  of 
health,  and  of  courfe  unfit  for  the  opera- 
tion, and  for  others,  who,  difapp roving 
the  praftice,  fhall  refufe  their  confent  to 
inoculate  their  families.  Are  the  former 
of  thefe  to  be  viftims  to  this  injudicious  ' 
p raft  ice  ? Is  force  to  fupply  the  place  of 
confent  with  the  latter  ? 

Let  us  however  fuppofe  all  thefe  diffi- 
culties furmounted,  and  that  there  was  not 
one  perfon  in  London  who  had  not  pafied 
through  the  diftemper,  and  even  that  all 
infection  was  extinguifhed. 

To  remain  in  a fecure  ftate,  not  only 
all  England,  but  even  all  Europe  at  leaft, 
muft  be  of  the  fame  opinion,  and  take  the 
fame  meafures  with  us,  or  all  commerce 
be  interdifted. 


But 


But  too  much  time  has  been  bellowed 
in  export ng  this  paragraph,  which  1 confi» 
der  as  an  inf  lilt  on  the  underftandings  of 
the  perfons  to  whom  the  plan  has  been 
prefented. 

44  But  to  a very  ufeful,  and  the  moft 
44  numerous  part  of  the  community,  the 
44  advantages  refulting  from  this  happy 
44  difcovery  have  hitherto  in  a great  mea- 
44  fure  been  loll.” 

I have  nothing  to  objedt  to  this  para- 
graph : we  only  differ  in  the  mode  of 
affifting  the  inferior  part  of  the  com- 
munity. 

44  An  hofpitai  has  indeed  been  opened 
44  for  inoculating  the  poor,  but  the  num- 
44  her  of  patients  admitted  into  this  re- 
44  ceptacle,  fuppofing  it  to  have  been  con- 
44  ftantly  filled,  mull  have  borne  lb  fmall 
44  a proportion  to  the  number  of  objects 
44  for  whofe  benefit  it  was  inllituted,  that 
44  no  perceptible  dimmution  of  the  mor* 
**  tality  occafioned  by  the  natural  Small 
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Ci  Pox,  could  have  been  reafonably  expe&ed 
44  from  it.” 


The  hofpital  in  its  prefent  ftate  will 
accommodate  one  hundred  patients,  which 
is  undoubtedly  too  fmall  to  anfwer  the  pur- 
pofe  of  affording  the  benefit  of  Inoculation 
to  the  whole  of  the  community ; but  it  may 
be  enlarged,  and,  if  the  inferior  clafs  were 
encouraged  to  accept  of  the  charity,  an 
inftitution  of  this  kind  would  anfwer  every 
practicable  purpofe. 


66  To  which  may  be  added,  that,  by 
44  the  regulations  of  this  hofpital,  all  per- 
66  fons  under  feven  years  of  age  being  ex- 
44  eluded,  a very  numerous  clafs  of  ob- 
6 4 jeCts  remains  (till  unprovided  for,  and 
44  that  too,  at  a period  when  the  natural 
44  Small  Pox  generally  commits  its  greateft 
44  ravages.” 

This  regulation  alluded  to  is  certainly 
objectionable.  But  I have  reafon  to  think, 
that  the  governors  intend  an  alteration, 
and  to  admit  of  younger  children. 

44  But 
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44  But  if  hofpitals  were  eftablillied  fuf- 
44  ficient  for  the  reception  of  all  the  poor 
44  in  London,  who  might  choofe  to  be 
44  inoculated,  the  plan  would  neverthelefs 
44  be  ineligible.” 

44  One  great  fource  of  the  prelent  fuc- 
44  cefs  in  treating  the  Small  Pox  is  a pro- 
44  per  expolure  to  cold  air.  To  extend 
64  this  fovereign  remedy  to  infants,  a 
44  greater  number  of  nurfes  is  neceflary 
44  than  is  compatible  with  the  ceconomy 
44  of  an  hofpital.” 

The  benefit  of  cold  air  to  perfons  under 
Inoculation  is  not  diiputed  ; but  the  in- 
ference, that  a greater  number  of  nurfes  for 
infants  is  neceffary  than  is  compatible  with 
the  oeconomy  of  an  hofpital,  I think  ap- 
parently a mi  flake,  from  the  following 
plain  Hate  of  the  cafe. 

The  inoculating  hofpital  at  Pan  eras 
Hands  nearly  in  the  centre  of  four  acres  of 
ground,  and  has  a large  garden  walled  in, 
and  divided  fo  as  to  feparate  the  men  from 

the 


the  women,  and  afford  proper  places  for 
each  to  receive  the  benefit  of  the  air ; and 
as  there  is  always  a fufficient  number  of 
patients  who  are  well  enough  to  affift  in- 
fants and  others  who  are  unable  to  walk 
about,  the  ufe,  or  neceffity,  for  nurfes  will 
be  very  fmall  in  this  hofpital. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  poor  who  are 
inoculated  in  their  own  confined  dwellings, 
fituated  in  allies,  courts,  and  narrow  lanes, 
will  equally  require  the  benefit  of  this  re- 
viving ventilation.  They  who  have  other 
occupations,  and  frequently  feveral  chil- 
dren to  engage  their  time,  will  hardly  be 
able  to  give  this  neceffary  attendance  to 
their  families,  and  having  no  gardens, 
areas,  or  carriages,  are  the  fick  to  be  car- 
ried or  led  about  the  flreets  when  ill,  to 
the  terror  and  danger  of  the  neighbour- 
hood ? 

66  Many  among  the  lower  orders,  though 
iC  deprefled  with  poverty,  are  no  ftrangers 
4 5 to  the  tender  feelings  of  humanity. 
44  They  might  wifh  their  infant  offspring 
**  to  receive  the  benefit  of  inoculation,  and 
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yet  not  be  willing  to  commit  them  to  the 
alien  care  of  an  hofpital  nurfe.  They 
4 6 might  defire  the  fame  benefit  for  them- 
“ felves,  but  the  necelfary  feparation  from 
46  their  families  would  for  ever  exclude 
44  them  from  it.’9 

The  lower  orders  have  certainly  the 
fame  tender  feelings  as  perfons  of  fuperior 
rank,  and  they  fhould  be  attended  to  with 
every  indulgence  that  is  confiffcent  with 
their  real  good.  But  we  fee,  in  many  in- 
fiances,  they  miftake  their  true  intereft, 
and  alk  for  indulgencies  which  would  be 
hurtful  to  them.  In  fuch  cafes  it  becomes 
a duty  to  deny  their  requefts,  and  to  en- 
deavour by  calm  reafoning  to  remove  their 
prejudices.  To  a mother  who  fhould  ob- 
je£t  to  an  hofpital,  and  exprefs  fears  on 
account  of  the  alien  care  of  a nurfe,  it 
might  be  proper  to  reply,  that  fhe  enter- 
tained a wrong  opinion  of  the  neglect,  or 
want  of  tendernefs,  of  hofpital  nurfes. 
For  that  no  one  was  admitted  as  a nurfe, 
without  particular  recommendation  from 
perfons  of  good  reputation  who  have  known 
her  to  be  a fober  honeft  woman.  And 

befides, 
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befides,  that  a decent  woman,  of  diftin- 
guifhed  good  charadler,  under  the  name  of 
matron,  fuperintended  all  the  nurfes,  and 
faw  that  due  care  was  taken  of  the  patients ; 
not  to  mention,  that  thofe  who  are  not 
immediately  ill,  frequently  took  delight  in 

attending  children,  or  others,  who  are  fo* 

• » 

Befides  which,  that  a phyfician  of  great 
experience  vifited  the  patients  every  day, 
and  an  apothecary  lived  always  in  the 
houfe,  who,  at  a minute’s  warning,  was 
ready  to  give  afiiftance  to  any  one  who 
Hood  in  need  of  it  : advantages  which 
cannot  be  found  in  any  other  fituation* 
And  one  who  (hould  objedt  to  the  repara- 
tion from  her  family  I would  inform,  that, 
in  all  probability,  the  whole  time  of  ab- 
fence  would  not  exceed  three  weeks,  and, 
if  at  home,  inftead  of  being  of  ufe  to  her 
family,  ftie  would  probably  require  fome 
time  of  confinement  herfelf.  I would  alfo 
make  ufe  of  her  tender  feelings,  and  re- 
mind  her,  that  by  flaying  at  home,  Die 
would  endanger  her  neighbours,  and  that 
it  muft  grieve  her  much  if  any  one  fhould 

catch 
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catch  the  diftemper,  and  die  from  her 
obftinacy. 

66  The  impurity  of  the  air  is  likewife 
4£  another  objection  againft  the  eftablifli- 
44  ment  of  hoipitals.  Wherever  a num- 
44  her  of  people  are  colledted  together  the 
64  air  will  neceffarily  be  impure  ; and  pu~ 
44  trid  contagion,  if  once  produced,  will 
46  unavoidably  fpread  itfelf.” 

This  untrue  charge  has  been  already 
fufficiently  confuted  in  my  ' Thoughts , &c. 
From  which  I fhall  therefore  only  add  the 
the  following  extract*:. 

4 Let  us  for  a moment  drop  the  ofFen- 
4 live  name  of  Hofpital,  and  fuppofe  a 
4 large  houfe  is  provided,  in  a healthy 
c fituation,  with  convenient  and  airy  apart- 
6 ments,  for  the  reception  of  any  given 
4 number  of  perfons  capable  of  being  com- 
4 modioufty  contained  in  it ; that  to  be  in 
4 a good  ftate  of  health,  would  be  the  ne*> 
4 ceflarv  qualification  on  the  admiffion  of 
6 every  perfon,  and  about  three  weeks 
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4 the  time  of  the  refidence,  and  that  the 
4 difeafe  he  is  to  undergo  is  ufually  fo 
6 mild  as  to  permit  moil  of  the  patients 
4 to  be  abroad  in  the  open  air  almofb 
* every  day,  and  of  a nature  not  to  com- 
6 municate  any  putrid  injury  to  others, 
c except  its  own  fpecific  poifon.  If  to 
c thefe  circumftances  we  add,  that  the 
4 patients,  in  general,  will  be  children, 

4 and  young  perfbns  ; that  their  cloaths 
4 and  apartments  will  be  clean  and  their 
4 food  wholefome,  and  fuch  as  is  proper 
4 for  their  condition,  furely  one  may 
4 boldly  affert,  that  a family,  thus  cir~ 
4 cumftanced,  will  have  the  faireft  pro- 
6 fpedt  of  enjoying  good  health.5 

The  above  is  a juft  defcription  of  the 
inoculating  hofpital,  and  its  inhabitants. 
Let  it  be  compared  with  the  ftate  of  fuch 
of  the  poor  as  are  inoculated  at  their  own 
houfes,  in  which,  added  to  the  want  of 
neceffaries,  and  proper  attendance,  there 
will  be  danger  of  one  of  the  mod  unfor- 
tunate accidents  which  can  befall  inocu- 
lated patients,  I mean  that  of  having  other 
putrid  difeafes  at  the  fame  time  with  the 

Small 
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Small  Pox  ; and,  for  this  ailertion,  I fhall 
Produce  an  authority  that  will  not  be  dis- 
puted ; it  is  that  of  an  ingenious  phyfician 
of  the  General  Difpenfary  for  attending 
the  Poor  at  their  own  houfes.  Speaking 
of  fevers,  with  fymptoms  of  putrefcency, 
lie  fays,  64  In  my  pradice  I have  atten- 
66  tively  obierved,  that  at  lead  forty-eight 
46  out  cf  fifty  of  thefe  fevers  have  exiiled 
44  in  narrow  courts  and  alleys^.” 

I have  now  made  obfervations  on  every 
part  of  the  Introduction,  (which  is  diftin- 
guifhed  by  inverted  commas,)  arid  truft  that 
the  charge  of  its  containing  untruths  and 
falfe  reafoning  will  appear  to  be  fufficierit- 
ly  proved. 

The  remaining  part  of  the  pamphlet, 
which  contains  the  regulations,  and  names 
of  the  officers,  having  nothing  to  do  with 
the  argument,  (hall  remain  unnoticed. 

* Lettfom’s  Memoirs,  p.  33. 
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Remarks  on  an  Examination  of  a 
Charge  brought  againft  Inocula- 
tion. By  John  Watkinibn,  M. 

That  diverfity  of  fentiment  will  occafion 
perpetual  deputation,  there  is  no  room  to 
doubt,  and  perhaps  no  fcience  affords  more 
fubjedt  for  conteft  than  medicine.  Yet  the 
number  of  difputes  would  be  much  lefl- 
ened,  if  a defire  for  honeft  information 
was  always  the  leading  motive  of  Gentle- 
men who  write.  But  it  conveys  an  unfa- 
vourable idea  of  any  caufe,  when  delufive 
theory  and  abflradt  rea  foil  ins:  are  ufed  to 
fupport  it,  in  oppofition  to  experience  and 
careful  obfervations.  Or  where  the  heft 
evidence  is  rejected,  and  the  teftimony  of 
thole  lefs  acquainted  with  the  fubjedt  is 
produced  and  enforced.  But  if  to  theie 
are  added  pofitive  affertions  without  proof 
or  foundation,  and  which  on  examination 
appear  to  be  ill  grounded,  and  if  miirepre- 
fentation  of  what  has  been  advanced  by  an 
antagonift  be  difcovered  in  one  of  the  con- 
tending parties,  it  muff  furely  give  fufpi- 
cion,  that  an  anxious  concern  to  fupport 
his  favourite  argument  has  taken  place  of 
the  defire  to  difeover  the  truth. 
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I would  not  dwell  unneceffarily  on  what 
is  not  interefting,  but  as  the  Examination 
has  been  addrefied  to  Gentlemen  who  are 
not  in  the  medical  line,  they  (hould  be  in- 
formed, that  the  point  in  difpute  has  been 
can  vailed  in  a very  ample  manner  by 
numberlefs  writers  many  years  ago  ; in- 
fomuch  that  Monfieur  De  La  Condamine 
in  his  letter  to  Dr.  Maty,  1764,  apolo- 
gizes for  not  giving  him  a complete" lift  of 
the  publications  on  the  fubjedt,  which  he 
fays  were  fo  numerous,  that  they  ought  to 
be  dated  by  the  month,  rather  than  by  the 
year.  However  he  mentions  nineteen  of 
the  moft  refpedtable  tracts  with  his  re- 
marks on  them,  and  which  he  fays  were 
published  in  one  year.  It  would  have  had 
the  appearance  of  candour,  if  Dr.  W.  had 
given  us  this  introductory  account  himlelf; 
but  that  would  have  diminiflied  his  own 
importance  ; for  by  his  formal  manner  of 
introducing  the  fubjedt  in  p.  2,  perfons 
unacquainted  with  the  Biftory  of  Inocula- 
tion might  fuppole  that  the  charge  was 
new  and  had  nut  been  anfwered,  and  that 
Dr.  W.  flood  forth  the  champion  to  de- 
molifli  thisftrong  hold  of  the  anti-inocula- 
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tors : among  whom  it  might  be  prefumed 
that  Baron  Dimfdale  was  one5  by  his  being 
joined  with  De  Haen  and  Raft.  Thefe 
Gentlemen,  who  are  truly  eminent  phyfi- 
dans,  had  been  violent  oppofers  of  Inocu- 
lation on  feveral  different  accounts ; but 
why  their  names  were  inferted  in  the  title- 
page  with  B.  D.’s  does  not  appear,  fince 
the  Dodlor  has  not  done  them  the  honour 
to  offer  any  remarks  on  what  they  have 
advanced,  nor  has  he,  through  the  whole 
performance,  beftowed  any  reflections  on 
their  fentiments. 


In  the  firft  five  pages  I find  nothing  de- 
ferving  notice,  except  a remark,  that  the 
relative  number  of  deaths  has  not  been  at- 
tended to  in  the  Thoughts,  &c.  * 

* My  calculations  were,  notwithflanding,  founded 
on  the  proportion  of  deaths  by  the  Small  Fox  to  the 
fum  of  deaths  by  all  other  difeafes  in  a former  number 
of  years,  as  obferved  by  Dr.  jurin.  And  the  faff  is, 
that  there  is  no  difference  between  my  mode  of  calcula- 
tion and  that  of  thofe  writers  who  he  fays  have  avoided 
this  error , than  that  in  mine  the  number  of  infants  dy- 
ing under  two  years  of  age  are  deduced  ; but  as  they 
are  deducfed  in  both  periods,  the  numbers  remain 
equally  relative  in  the  one  calculation  as  in  the  other, 
and  the  lefult  is  the  fame. 
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In  the  6th  and  7th  pages  It  is  (hewn, 
that  the  air  in  the  country  is  more 
healthy  than  in  town,  which  has  always 
been  acknowledged,  though  this  circum- 
flance  has  been  enforced  farther  than  it 
will  bear. 

For  if  the  temperate,  abftemious  life, 
wholefome  food,  and  healthful  occupations 
of  the  poor,  or  the  invigorating  diverflons 
of  the  field,  various  employments  abroad, 
and  regular  hours  of  the  wealthy  in  the 
country,  are  contrafted  with  the  drunken- 
nefs,  debauchery,  unwholefome  food,  and 
unhealthy  labours  of  the  inferior  clafs, 
and  the  late  hours,  crouded  affemblies,  and 
luxurious  tables  of  perfons  of  condition  in 
town,  they  will  afford  much  better  reafons 
for  the  difference  of  health  and  longevity, 
than  can  be  admitted  from  the  impurity  of 
the  air  alone. 

To  fuppofe  that  the  Small  Pox,  fo  diftin- 
guifhed  for  receiving  great  benefit  from 
frefh  air,  fliould  not  in  common  with 
other  putrid  diftempers  derive  advantage 
from  an  air  rendered  lefs  impure,  feems 

very 
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very  extraordinary.  Yet  the  Doctor  aflerts 
this  % and  reafons  from  it  accordingly , 
without  having  proved  the  politico,  which 
when  enquired  into  will  appear  untrue. 

That  there  have  been  great  improve- 
ments in  the  metropolis  muft  be  allowed; 
but  I am  not  aware  of  any  that  much 
affect  the  purity  of  the  air.  Private  pro- 
perty has  not  permitted  many  alterations 
in  the  ftreets,  or  lanes,  which  in  general 
remain  in  the  fame  ftate,  and  I know  of 
no  remarkable  difference  in  refpect  to  the 
cleanlinefs  of  the  inhabitants.  But  if  the 
Doctor  is  inclined  to  continue  the  difpute, 
I can  help  him  to  an  ingenious  opponent,  who 
maintains,  that  the  health  of  the  city  has  fuf- 
fered  from  the  air  being  rendered  lets  pure  by 
the  removal  of  the  figns,  which,  adting  as 
ventilators,  fanned  the  ftreets,  and  difperfed 
the  noxious  vapours  arifing  from  putrid 
fubftances.  But  I (hall  ftand  excufed  from 
enlarging  on  this  particular,  as  fome  wri- 
ters, on  the  fame  ftde  of  the  queftion  with 
the  Dodlor,  have  maintained  that  the  air 
of  London  is  more  impure,  and  the  inha- 

* Pages  6 and  7. 
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bitants , more  unhealthy  now  than  former^ 
ly,  and  they  have  reafoned  from  this  i por- 
tion accordingly.  When  thefe  Gentlemen 
have  fettled  this  point,  it  will  be  time 
enough  to  renew  the  diipute. 

Hitherto  authors  have  found  great  diffi- 
culty  in  explaining  the  progrefs  and  man% 
ner  by  which  contagious  difeafes  are  pro- 
pagated; but  the  Dodtor  has  given  us  a 
complete  theory  fo  convincing  both  in 
t;he  manner,  and  even  degree,  of  commu- 
nicating the  infection,  as  to  admit  of  a 
mathematical  demonftratiom 

This  part  is  extremely  curious,  and  as 
it  would  fuffer  by  an  abridgment,  I have 
inferted  the  whole,  and  recommend  it  as  a 
mafter-picce  of  theoretical  reafoning. 

u If  Inoculation  have  fpread  the  infec- 

tion,  and  augmented  the  mortality  in 
“ the  degree  contended  for,  the  inoculated 
46  Small  Pox  muft,  neceffarily,  be  very 
44  contagious.  Whether  it  be  fo  or  not  1st 
64  reafon  and  obfervation  determined9 


* Pages  8 and  g. 

D 


« As 


[ ] 

4"4  As  the  puftules  in  the  artificial  difeafe 
44  are  generally  very  few  in  number,  and 
6 4 the  quantity  of  frefh  air  applied  is  large,  it 
46  is  rational  to  fuppofe,  that  the  effluvium 
44  arifing  is  immediately  combined  with 
44  the  atmofphere  as  a menftruum,  and, 
44  like  other  vapours  in  a fimilar  ftate,  de- 
44  prived  of  its  peculiar  properties  ; but  as 
44  the  puftules  in  the  natural  difeafe  are 
44  more  numerous,  the  effluvium  arifing 
44  will  be  much  greater,  and  the  combi- 
44  nation  above-mentioned  not  fo  foon  ef- 
44  fefted  ; and  if  the  patient  be  confined 
44  to  his  chamber,  which  is  generally  the 
44  cafe,  the  air  mu  ft  be  quickly  faturated 
44  with  the  effluvium  emitted,  and  confe- 
44  quently  that  which  arifes  afterward  will 
44  float  in  it  unaltered,51 

44  In  the  two  latter  inftances  the  «on- 
44  tagion  may  readily  be  conveyed  through 
44  the  medium  of  the  air  ; in  the  former  it 
44  can  fcarcely  be  communicated  unlefs  by 
44  con  tael.5  5 

44  The  intenfity  of  the  contagion  is 
44  therefore  to  be  eftimated  by  the  number 

44  of 
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u of  puftules,  dire&ly,  and  the  quantity  of 
ie  air  applied  inverfely.5’ 

“ The  exceptions  to  this  general  rule 
€C  I am  not  folicitous  to  difcover.  It  is 
te  fufficient  for  my  prefent  purpofe,  that 
*c  the  above  reafoning  evinces  what  obfer- 
cc  vation  (as  I fhall  afterwards  £hew)  con- 
“ firms,  that  there  may  be  a very  confi- 

derable  difference  between  the  natural 
46  and  inoculated  Small  Pox,  with  refpeft 
66  to  their  contagious  power,  though  none 
46  with  refpefl:  to  their  effence.” 

As  I am  determined  to  avoid  entering 
into  the  lifts  with  a Theorift,  the  quota- 
tion  fhall  be  left  without  any  remarks, 
to  be  confidered  by  thofe  who  underftand 
it,  or  like  to  be  amufed  with  fuch  mode  of 
reafoning. 

But  what  I had  wrote  in  p.  25,  fo  far 
contradi£ts  the  Doctor’s  opinion,  that  he 
has  quoted  the  paffage  imperfe&ly,  and  en- 
deavoured to  ftiew  fome  inconfiftency  in 
it,  and  omitted  the  laft  part  which  I be- 
lieve did  not  pleafe  him.  1 have  carefully 
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peruftd'  the  whole,  and  find  neither  incon- 
filtency,  ambiguity,  or  a Angle  fentiment; 
that  I would  wilh  to  alter,  or  that  requires 
explanation.  It  is  as  follows  : 44  I know 
44  it  has  been  faid,  and  even  publicly  de- 
4 6 dared,  that  the  Small  Pox  from  Inocu- 
46  lation  is  fo  mild  as  fcarcely  to  be  in-. 
46  feCtious  to  others;  but  if  this  was  true, 
44  how  comes  it  that  matter  taken  from 
44  inoculated  patients  conveys  the  diltem- 
44  per  with  equal  certainty,  as  if  it  was, 
44  taken  from  the  natural  Small  Pox?  Is 
44  it  not  morally  certain,  that  the  effiu- 
44  via  partake  of  the  fame  infectious  qua- 
44  lityT  No  phyfician  of  any  experience, 
44  I am  lure,  will  ever  countenance  iuch 
44  an  opinion.  But  left  it  fhould  prevail 
44  and  do  mifchief  among  the  ignorant  and 
44  credulous,  I think  it  incumbent  on  me  to 
44  contradict  fo  dangerous,  and  unwarrant* 
44  able  an  aflertion.” 

44  In  faCt  it  is  certain,  that  the  Small 
44  Pox  is  infectious  in  proportion  to  the 
44  number  and  malignity  of  the  pultules, 
44  and  fo  far  there  is  ufuaily  lefs  danger 
44  from  the  artificial  difeale,  than  from  the 

44  natural* 
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u natural.  But  let  not  this  presumption 
xt  make  any  remit  their  care , or  abate  their 
concern  for  the  community , for  I can  offer t 
from  my  own  knowledge , that  many  fatal 
xc  inflances  have  happened  from  the  difeafe 
iC  having  been  fpread  by  the  inoculated^ 

This  opinion,  which  is  the  refultof  ex- 
tenfive  experience,  I have  now  inferted  un- 
mutilated, as  oppofed  to  Dr.  W.’s  theory. 

It  may  be  now  proper  to  confider  the 
evidence  that  the  Doftor  has  produced  in 
fupport  of  his  opinion ; previous  to  which, 
it  will  not  be  amifs  to  ftate  fome  particulars 
that  deferve  attention. 

Inoculation  began  in  England  prior  to  any 
other  part  of  Europe;  and  has  been  encou- 
raged more  liberally,  and  practifed  more  ex- 
tenfively  here  than  in  any  other  ftate.  There 
are  innumerable  praftitioners  in  different 
parts  of  the  kingdom,  and  many  ingenious 
phyficians,  and  other  medical  gentlemen 
in  London,  who  have  great  experience  in 
this  branch  of  their  profeffion,  and  it  is 
extremely  probable.,  more  perfons  of  late 
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years  have  been  inoculated  here*  than  in 
all  the  reft  of  Europe. 

The  prefent  difpute  is  concerning  the 
bills  of  mortality,  and  practice  in  London. 
From  whofe  writings  then  fhould  we  ex- 
pe<ft  quotations,  whofe  fentiments  or  opi- 
nions in  evidence,  or  what  authorities 
fhould  be  efteemed  the  beft  and  moft  re- 
fpeCtable  ? Without  doubt  from  Englifh 
practitioners,  and  principally  from  the  moft 
eminent  in  London.  But,  to  my  great 
furprize,  inftead  of  an  appeal  to  perfons  of 
reputation  here,  or  to  modern  experience, 
a number  of  quotations  are  inferted,  which 
have  been  feleCted  from  the  foreign  au- 
thors that  have  written  on  Inoculation, 
and  only  one  of  a later  date  than  ten  or 
twelve  years.  Not  a lingle  Englifhman 
graces  the  inquiry,  except  Dr.  James  Sims, 
who  is  a confulting  phyfician  to  the  new- 
inftituted  Society. 

From  this  general  contempt,  or  fear  of 
appeal  to  Englilh  authors,  or  the  moft 
experienced  cotemporary  practitioners  re- 
fident  where  the  difpute  originated,  and 

exifts, 


[ 3'  J 

exifts,  one  might  be  almoft  induced  to  pafs 
fentence  on  a caufe  that  avoided  the  moft 
fatisfa£lory  evidence.  But  though  1 give 
the  preference  to  Englilh  experience  in 
this  particular  point,  yet  many  learned  and 
eminent  phyficians  in  other  countries  are 
intitled  to  much  refpeft,  and  I fhall  there- 
fore remark  on  the  fentiments  of  fueh  of 
thofe  as  have  been  produced,  feparately; 
but  at  the  fame  time  it  may  be  truly  aver- 
red, without  intentional  refleftion  on  any 
one,  that  no  fort  of  regard  ihould  be  paid 
to  any  ex  trail,  on  account  of  the  name  or 
reputation  of  the  author,  further  than  its 
intrinlic  merit  may  on  inquiry  claim  ; for 
there  is  fcarce  an  ablurdity  that  the  moft 
fertile  imagination  can  invent,  which  may 
not  be  found  among  the  publications  of  the 
numerous  writers  on  Inoculation. 

The  firft  author  quoted  is  Medicus 
who  Dr.  W.  allures  us,  is  a very  eminent 
and  experienced  German  phylician.  His 
opinions  are  fo  remarkably  lingular  as  to 
defer ve  notice. 

# Sur  les  Rechutes  et  fur  la  Contagion  de  la  Petite 
Verole — Deux  Lettres de  M. Medicus.  Mannheim  1767. 

He 
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He  is  not  an  advocate  for  Inoculation 
but,  in  the  Letters  referred  to,  he  writes 
to  fliew,  that  the  practice  is  unneceflary, 
for  the  following  reafons  : 

He  maintains,  firfl:,  that  all  difeafes 
which  produce  florid  eruptions  are  of  the 
fame  nature,  and  that  it  is  probable  the 
difference  happens  only  from  a fmall  al- 
teration in  the  atmofphere.  2dly,  That 
the  fever  preceding  the  Small  Pox  and  the 
Meades  are  fo  exactly  alike,  that  the  mod 
able  phyficians  cannot  determine  before- 
hand whether  the  lick  perfon  will  have  the 
one  or  the  other.  3dly , That  what  is  called 
the  Chicken  Pox  is  the  true  Small  Pox. 
4thly,  That  it  is  untrue  to  fay,  that  one 
who  has  had  the  Small  Pox  once  is  no 
more  expofed  to  it : he  thinks,  on  the 
contrary,  that  returns  of  that  difeafe  in  the 
fame  perfon  are  very  frequent.  5thly,  That 
the  firfl:  variolous  fever  is  occasioned  by  a 
bad  atmofphere ; and  that  the  fuppu  ration 
of  the  puftules  which  produces  the  fecond 
fever  is  an  artificial  difeafe,  occafioned  by 
a falfe  idea  of  the  difeafe  itfelf,  and  that 

the 
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the  puftules  would  not  fuppurate  but  by 
the  manner  of  treating  them. 

6thly,  That  there  Is  an  eafy  method  of 
curing  the  fir  ft  fever  of  the  Small  Pox  ; by 
which  means  there  would  be  no  variolous 
puftules ; and  that  the  method  employed 
to  cure  inflammatory  fevers,  joined  with 
the  Cort.  Per.  will  anfwer  the  purpofe. 

Thefe  are  only  a few  of  the  very  pecu- 
liar opinions  of  Dr.  Medicus,  who  does 
not  pretend  to  the  leaft  experience  in  Ino- 
culation, nor  mention  at  what  place,  at 
what  time,  or  from  what  number  the  ten 
which  he  fays  may  be  reckoned  to  have 
taken  the  Small  Pox  from  the  inoculated* 
were  feledted. 


The  teftimony  of  Miege,  whofe  experi- 
ence afforded  only  one  inftance  of  the  con- 
tagion being  propagated  by  the  inoculated, 
and  that  by  a kifs,  is  too  ridiculous  to  de- 
fer ve  notice. 


The  Dodlor  quotes  Dr.  Sulzer  as  affert- 
ing,  46  That  he  had  not  feen  a ftngie  cafe 

E 
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44  in  which  the  inoculated  Small  Pox  had, 
44  by  contagion,  given  the  dileafe  to  an- 
44  other  but  has  not  given  a tranflation 
of  the  laft  period  in  the  fame  paragraph, 
which  is  as  follows  : 

44  It  is  true , that  I take  thefe  precautions 
66  during  the  time  oj  Juppuration , not  to  fuffer 
44  any  who  could  be  infected  to  come  near  the 
4 4 fck,  and  I oblige  thofe  who  could  convey 
44  the  infection , to  change  their  deaths,  wafh 
44  and  perfume  themf  elves,  more  efpe dally  if 
4 4 the  patients  have  had  a confiderable  number 
44  ofpufulesr  Does  Dr.  W.  produce  this 
Gentleman  as  one  who  maintains,  that  the 
Small  Pox  from  inoculation  is  fcarcely  in- 
fectious ? Or  is  it  probable,  that  he  would 
approve  of  inoculating  the  poor  in  narrow 
ftreets  and  little  courts,  in  the  midft  of 
thole  who  were  liable  to  catch  the  Small 
Pox  ? 

* 

Dr.  Qdier  fays,  that  he  has  not  yet  ob- 
ferved  that  the  inoculated  Small  Pox  has 
been  communicated  to  any  one  by  conta- 
gion ; but  does  not  inform  us  of  the  pre- 
cautions that  were  taken  to  prevent  the 

difeafe 
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difeafe  being  fpread ; on  winch,  however? 
the  whole  ft  refs  of  what  he  advances  de* 
pends. 

The  quotation  from  Mr.  Holwell,  of 
what  he  obftrwd  during  his  reiidence  in 
the  Eaft  Indies  in  the  Company’s  fervice, 
but  not  in  the  profeffion  of  medicine,  is  of 
no  importance  in  the  prefeiit  cafe. 

The  laft  foreign  authority  produced  is 
Dr.  Schwericke,  a phyfician  of  diftinguiflied 
reputation  in  Holland,  whole  relation  of 
what  palled  at  the  1 1 ague  in  1767  and  68 
is  introduced  44  as  lufficient  to  remove 
44  every  doubt  that  may  remain  on  this 
44  head,”— — -This  quotation  is  certainly 
morn  to  the  purpofe  than  any  of  the  for- 
mer, but  requires  an  explanation,  which 
might  have  been  procured,  as  the  Profefior 
is  now  living  at  the  Hague.  I iha.ll  flip- 
ply  the  defedh 

I have  long  been  acquainted  with  Pro» 
fefior  Schwencke,  and  know  him  to  be  an 
experienced,  judicious  phyfician,  and  a very 
worthy,  hone  ft  man.  1 have  formerly  corre- 
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fponded  with  him  by  letter,  and  have  with 
my  Sons  been  moft  hofpitably  and  gen  cron  fly 
entertained  at  his  own  houfe  at  the  Hague. 
I wrote  to  him,  to  entreat  an  explanation 
of  the  above  paflage,  and  now  give  the  cor- 
refpondence. 

To  Dr.  SCHWENCKE. 

% 

( c°py- ) 

London , April  21ft,  i 7 7 7 . 
My  dear  Sir, 

y & S T year  I did  myfelf  the  honour  to 
prelent  you  with  a fmall  traft  on  the 
fubjedt  of  general  Inoculation,  which  was 
wrote  exprelsly  to  fhew,  that  if  perfons  of 
condition  were  not  careful,  the  Small  Pox 
might  be  taken  from  their  Inoculation, 
and  to  expofe  the  ill  confequence  that 
might  arife  from  inoculating  fuch  poor 
perfons  in  their  own  families  as  would  not 
be  able  to  take  proper  precautions  againft 
infedting  their  neighbours,  which  pradtice 
two  phyficians  had  elpoufed,  and  had  been 
endeavouring  to  raile  fubfcriptions  to  fup- 
port. 


Dr. 
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Dr,  Watkinfon,  one  of  thefe,  has  lately 
pnblifhed  a pamphlet,  in  which  he  in- 
finuates,  that  the  inoculated  Small  Fox  is 
not  infectious,  and  mentions  your  name  in 
fupport  of  the  opinion,— I fhall  give  his 
own  words— — 44  But  the  following  fact, 
44  attefted  by  Dr.  Schwencke,  a phyiician 
44  of  diftinguifhed  reputation  in  Holland, 
44  is  fufticient  I think  to  remove  every 
64  doubt  that  may  remain  on  this  head.” 
44  About  the  end  of  the  year  1767,  and 
44  the  beginning  of  the  year  68,  two  him- 
44  dred  people  at  leafl  were  inoculated  at 
44  the  Hague,  who,  without  much  regard 
44  to  themfelves  or  others,  frequented  ail 
4^  places  of  public  refort ; notwithffand- 
44  ing  which  no  epidemic  was  produced, 
44  nor  in  the  whole  year  did  more  than 
44  eight  perfons  die  of  the  Small  Fox  ; and 
44  of  thefe,  three  died  in  the  Ipring,  one 
44  by  inoculation,  and  two  by  the  natural 
44  difeafe  which  they  had  caught  at  home 
44  other  place,  and  carried  with  them  to 
44  the  Hague  ; the  remaining  five  died  to- 
44  wards  the  end  of  the  year.” 


Permit 
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Permit  me  to  allure  yon,  dear  Sir,  that 
1 do  not  doubt  the  truth  of  what  you 
aiiert ; but,  at  the  fame  time,  the  above 
wants  explanation ; for  I cannot  believe 
that  you  intended  to  give  it  as  your  opi- 
nion, that  the  difeafe  might  not  be  caught 
from  the  inoculated  (as  inftances  out  of 
number  may  be  produced  to  prove  the 
contrary)  ; nor  do  I think  that  you  would 
have  it  underftood,  that  the  whole  number 
frequented  places  of  public  refort. 

1 ...  I ■'  P 

Among  the  great  number  of  patients  it 
is  certainly  true,  that  many  will  have  the 
difeafe  lo  favourably  as  to  be  able  to  go 
about  without  injury  to  themfelves,  or 
much  danger  of  infecting  others,  though  I 
efteern  it  to  be  indifcreet.  But  there  will 
always  be  a fmall  number  who  have  the 
difemfer  more  abundantly , and  who  are  nei- 
ther able  to  frequent  places  of  public  refort 
on  their  own  account , nor  would  be  fufered 
to  do  fo  from  the  danger  and  offence  they 
would  give  to  others : and  I am  very  cer- 
tain, that  of  thefe  laft  none  were  fo  indis- 
creet as  to  attempt  to  appear  at  places  of 
public  refort ; nor  can  I fuppofe,  that  many 

who 
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who  had  the-  diforder  lightly,  would  at- 
tempt to  do  it  while  the  puflules  were  in 
a ftate  of  maturation.  I (hall  be  extreme- 
ly obliged  to  you.  Sir,  to  inform  me  truly 
how  you  would  explain  this  matter,  and 
how  you  would  have  the  paiTage  I have 
quoted  understood. 


ve 


given 


the 


quotation  in 


as  publifhed'here, 
the  fame  language, 


and  have  alfo  wrote  in 
from  thinking:  1 could 


exprefs  myfelf  better  ; but  fliall  be  much 
obliged  to  you  for  an  anfwer  in  any  lan- 
guage you  think  proper. 


I am,  Sir, 

Your  obliged  friend 

and  very  humble  fervant, 

BIMSDALE. 


(Copy.) 

My  dear  Sir, 

J Beg  pardon  for  delaying  fo  long  my 
anfwer  to  your  kind  letter  of  the  2 1 ft. 
of  April,  and  I now  begin  it  by  thanking, 
you  for  your  Tract  on  the  i abject  of  Gene- 
ral Inoculation. 

If 
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If  the  magiftrates  in  every  city  were 
more  attentive  to  the  health  and  well-being 
of  the  people,  they  might  eafily  find  out 
means  of  preventing  any  bad  effect  from 
the  general  practice  of  Inoculation  ; but 
with  us  this  is  not  the  cafe,  and  therefore 
your  Tradt  has  done  here  more  harm  than 
good  to  the  caufe  in  general. 

I believe  in  England,  as  well  as  other 
provinces,  there  are  fome  who  are  enemies 
to  Inoculation,  from  prejudice,  obftinacy, 
and  ignorance,  while  there  are  others  again 
who  are  deprived  of  its  benefits  by  want 
of  opportunities,  or  through  their  inability 
to  bear  the  expence  of  it. 

But  this  does  not  prevent  us  from  ino- 
culating every  year  at  the  proper  feafon, 
whether  the  epidemical  Small  Pox  reigns 
or  not  ; and  it  may  be  affirmed,  that  no 
epidemic  has  ever  been  occasioned  by  this 
praftice.  The  epidemical  Small  Pox  dis- 
covers itfelf  among  us,  almoft  regularly  at 
certain  periods,  juft  as  it  did  before  the 
practice  of  Inoculation  was  introduced. 

Ton 
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You  feem  to  Imagine  that  it  Is  my  opinion , 
that  inoculated  Small  Pox  is  not  infectious ; 
hut  in  this  you  mifapprehend  me , for  I agree 
with  you  inti  rely,  that  the  very  befl,  as  well 
as  the  very  worfi , fort  of  inoculated  Small 
Pox  may  communicate  the  infection  in  every 
period  of  the  difeafe. 

This  is  certain ; laid  year,  when  the  epi- 
demic which  reigned  with  violence  in  our 
neighbourhood  was  expected  here,  I myfelf 
inoculated  forty-eight  per  ions,  and  a like 
number  underwent  the  operation  in  the 
hands  of  other  phyficians.  The  inoculated 
perfons  walked,  or  rode  out  in  carriages, 
every  day  (except  two  that  were  very  ill) 
without  any  thing  like  an  epidemic  enfu- 
ing.  Nay,  during  the  whole  year,  only 
fifteen  perfons  died  of  the  natural  Small 
Pox. 

I mufi  however  inform  you  of  the  precau- 
tions which  I and  others  here  have  made  uje 
of  on  this  occafon  ; if  there  have  been  any 
in  the  family  who  have  not  had  the  Small 
Pox , they  mu  ft  leave  the  houfe  where  macu- 
lating is  performed \ I forbid  the  inoculated 

F to 
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to  be  vijited  by,  or  to  vi/it  perfons  who  never 
had  the  Small  Pox , and  I am  positively 
againjl  their  frequenting  balls  , come  dues,  af 
fembhes,  or  places  of  public  refort . 

The  extract  which  Dr.  Watkinfon  gives 
of  my  letter  to  the  Profeffor  Sandifort  is 
authentic  : and  the  fa 61  is  true,  that  not- 
withftanding  the  great  number  that  were 
inoculated  by  Mr.  Hewitt,  his  Wife,  and 
Dr.  Sunderland,  in  the  year  1767,  with 
much  lefs  precaution  than  I life,  yet  no 
epidemic  was  occafioned  by  their  p radii  ce. 
It  was  not  till  two  years  after  that  the 
periodical  epidemic  returned,  that  is,  the 
year  1769;  nay  more,  the  epidemic  which 
began  in  the  year  1766  lafted  till  the  month 
of  Auguft  1767,  and  in  that  time  had  car- 
ried off  396  perfons,  and  fince  the  month 
of  Auguft  now  mentioned,  when  the  dis- 
order reigned  moft,  no  epidemical  Small 
Pox  broke  out  among  us  till  the  year  1769, 
though  in  that  interval  a conliderable  num- 

<D  * 

ber  had  been  inoculated. 

From  all  this  you  may  fee  plainly,  that 
I look  upon  the  inoculated  Small  Pox  as 

infec- 
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infeftious,  but  not  fufficient  to  produce  an 
Epidemic,  without  other  accidental  caufes 

i. 

feconding  it. 


is  certain,  that  in  our 


spll 


lous  cities, 

fucli  as  Am  herd  am,  the  Small  Pox  is  al- 
ways found  more  or  lefs,  but  does  not 
prevent  the  periodical  return  of  the. epide- 
mic at  A miter  lam  in  a certain  number  of 
years,  altho’  Inoculation  is  neither  Draft  lied 
nor  permitted  in.  that  city. 

I lee  by  your  laid,  that  more  people  die 
at  prefent  in  London  of  the  natural  Small 


X 

n,  _ r 


a. 


x lines  the  practice  of  Inoculation,  than 
before  that  practice  was  introduced.  This 
perhaps  may  be  eafily  accounted  for  with- 
out any  reproach  to  Inoci 


The  bills  of  mortality  for  thefe  fifty 
years  paid,  fince  Inoculation  firft  gained 
ground  in  England,  differ  more  than  one 
half  from  the  fifty  years  preceding,  and  if 
London  reckoned  the  fame  number  of  in- 
habitants in  both  periods,  then  indeed  the 
calculation  would  be  unfavourable  to  Ino- 
culation ; but  if  it  ihould  appear,  that  the 

F 2 number. 
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number  of  inhabitants  is  almoft  doubled 
in  the  latter  period,  that  is,  lince  Inoculation 
has  been  pradtifed ; then  it  is  evident,  that 
the  number  of  deaths  is  increafed , in  general, 
in  all  forts  of  inflammatory  and  eruptive 
difeafes,  and  therefore  the  number  of  thofe 
that  die  of  the  natural  Small  Pox  mu  ft  be 
increafed  proportionably.  Bolides,  a va- 
riety of  circumftances  may  have  contri- 
buted in  latter  times  to  increafe  the  malig- 
nity of  the  natural  Small  Pox,  fuch  as  an 
increafe  of  high  living,  the  bad  influence 
which  multiplied  buildings,  and  a number 
of  families  being  pack’d  in  the  fame  houle, 
muft  have  upon  the  temperature  of  the 
air  ; but  of  this  you  can  judge  better  than 
I can : in  the  mean  time  I hope  I have 
anfwered  your  queftion  in  a fatisfadtory 
manner,  and  that  you  will  be  convinced 
that  there  is  a great  difference  between  in- 
fedting,  and  exciting  an  epidemic*  Inocu- 
lation can  plainly  effedluate  the  one,  but  I 
do  not  think  it  adapted  to  the  other. 

I remain,  Sir, 

Your  moft  humble, 

obedient  fervant 

M.  W.  SCHWENCKE. 

Hague,  June  20th,  1777. 
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London , June  24th,  1777* 

My  dear  Sir, 

Jp  LEASE  accept  mv  beft  thanks  for 
your  obliging  anfwer  to  my  letter  of 
April  2 1 ft. 

The  quotation  from  your  letter  to  Pro- 
feffor  Sandifort  carried  with  it  an  implica- 
tion that  you  efteemcd  the  inoculated  Small 
to  be  fcarcely  infectious. 

I am  happy  in  knowing  your  real  fen- 
timents  more  fully  on  that  head.  The 
prudent  precautions  you  obferve  are  cer- 
tainly right,  and  if  every  one  would  en- 
join the  fame  to  his  patients,  no  reafon- 
able  objection  would  remain  to  the  practice 
of  Inoculation,  and  even  at  prefent,  1 be- 
lieve the  injuries  to  have  been  greatly  ex- 
aggerated by  iome  of  the  oppofers.  Yet  it 
muft  be  allowed,  that  one  who  takes  the 
- difeale  from  an  inoculated  perfon,  has  him- 
felf  the  natural  Small  Pox,  with  all  the 
circumltances  of  danger  in  refpedt  of  his 

own 


\ 
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own  life,  and  of  lpreading  the  contagion 


to  others. 


Under  this  confidqration  it  becomes  the 
duty  of  every  one  to  be  extremely  careful, 
that  he  does  not  contribute  to  the  mor- 
tality of  fo  dreadful  a difeafe.  Many  in- 
effectual attempts  have  been  made  to  ac- 
count for  the  alarming  number  of  deaths 
in  London  from  the  Small  Pox,  what 
you  have  ingenioufly  fuppofed  to  be  caufes 
will  not  iatisfy.  It  will  furprize  you,  I 
believe,  to  be  informed,  that  notwith- 
ftanding  London  is  very  much  enlarged  in 
its  buildings,  and  has  the  appearance  of  a 
greater  number  of  inhabitants,  yet  the 
bills  of  mortality  by  no  means  countenance 
an  increafe  of  people ; for  the  aggregate 
fum  of  births  and  burials  is  lefs  at  p relent 
than  it  was  fifty  years  ago.  And  nothing 
can  more  itrongiy  point  out  the  dimculty 
of  accounting:  for  the  number . of  deaths 
from  Small  Pox,  than  that  different  Gen- 
tlemen fhouid  form  conredlufes  diametri- 
cally oppoiite.  c* 


o u , cur, 


ave  fuppoled, 
that  an  increafe  of  buildings,  and  mode  of 


.vine;,  mav  have  had  an  injurious 
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on  the  temperature  of  the  air,  and  mereafe 
the  mortality  of  the  natural  Small  Pox. 
It  was  convenient  for  Dr.  Watkinfon’s 
argument  to  inlift,  that  the  air  of  London 
has  been  rendered  more  pure  by  feme  late 
improvements,  and  he  has  reafoned  from 
this  affertion  accordingly. 

I have  always  been  a warm  advocate  for 
Inoculation  from  a conviction  of  its  utility, 
and  have  ufed  my  belt  endeavours  to  ferve 
the  caufe  ; but  not  being  able  to  fatisfy 
myfelf  on  this  head,  I thought  it  was 
fhewing  ■ the  trueft  friendftiip,  and  taking 
the  moll  candid  part,  to  allow  that  care- 
leffnefs  might  ipread  the  difeale,  and  to  re- 
commend greater  attention  in  that  refpedt 
to  thofe  who  have  the  care  of  the  inocu- 
lated. 

The  confiderations  that  would  arife  on 
Epidemics  are  too  many  to  be  included 
within  the  compafs  of  a letter.  I (hall  only 
lay,  that  I do  not  agree  with  you  in  opi- 
nion concerning  variolous  epidemics,  but 
I diflent  with  diffidence,  knowing  that  the 
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general  opinion  and  great  authorities  may 
be  pioduced  m favour  of  your  fentiments# 

I am,  dear  Sir, 

Your  obliged  friend, 

and  very  humble  fervant, 

DIMSDALE. 

What  becomes  now  of  the  paragraph 
which  afl'erts,  that  the  account  given  by 
Dr.  Schwencke  was  fufficient  to  remove 
every  doubt : it  is  evident  from  the  letter 
of  my  learned  and  worthy  friend,  that  he 
is  perfectly  clear  in  refpedt  to  his  opinion 
of  the  contagious  quality  of  inoculated 
Small  Pox,  and  the  prudent  precautions  he 
ufes  with  his  patients  is  a proof  of  his  at- 
tention to  the  health  of  the  public,  and  of 
his  difapprobation  of  the  rafhnefs  which  he 
obferved  in  the  practice  of  others.  He  has 
not  indeed  directly  anfwered  that  part  of 
my  letter  which  is  in  italics , but  contents 
himfelf  with  faying,  that  Mr.  Hewitt,  his 
Wife,  and  Dr.  Sunderland,  in  the  year  1767, 
inoculated  with  much  lefs  precaution  than 
he  does ; but  one  may  venture  to  affirm, 
that  none,  under  the  defcription  I have 

men- 
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mentioned,  either  attempted,  or  would 
have  been  buffered  to  mix  with  the  public. 


Upon  the  whole,  the  following  obfer va- 
rious on  the  teftimonies  of  thefe  foreign 
writers  will,  I prefame,  be  allowed  juft. 
Medicus,  Meige,  and  Odier,  have  neither 
mentioned  the  number  of  their  patients 
from  whom  their  experience  was  collected, 
nor  the  precautions  that  were  ufed  to  pre- 
vent the  infection  from  Ipreading.  All 
thefe  are  of  importance,  and  more  efpe- 
cially  the  laft ; for  if  they  praftifed  with 
the  fame  prudent  care  as  Sulzer  and  Profef- 
for  Schwencke  it  will  not  appear  ft  range, 
that  they  obferved  no  inftance  of  the  con- 

m J 

tagion  being  communicated  to  others. 


I fhall  only  take  the  liberty  of  adding  a 
quotation  from  one  foreign  phyfician,  who 
may  be  truly  ranked  among  the  moft  emi- 
nent pradlitioners,  and  who  is  at  prefent  in 
the  high  employment  of  inoculating  the 
Royal  Family  of  Madrid,  and  alio  de- 
fervedly  efteemed  one  of  the  beft  writers 
on  the  f abject  of  Inoculation.  I mean  Dr. 
Gatti.  This  gentleman,  in  a chapter  on 
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the  prejudices  againft  Inoculation  arifing 
from  the  fear  of  fp reading  the  contagion, 
notwithftanding  he  is  writing  to  excufe  the 
practice  from  that  charge,  has  the  candor  to 
begin  with  the  following  conceffion,  and 
ftate  of  the  difpute  : 

44  The  inoculated  Small  Pox  is  conta- 
44  gious,  as  well  as  the  natural.  One  ino- 
44  culated  perfon,  if  no  precaution  is  taken, 
64  may  fpread  the  Small  Pox  through  a 
44  whole  city.  In  a word,  one  inoculated 
*4  perfon  may  be  the  caufe  of  contagion  in 
fc4  a community.  Let  us  fee  if  this  is  a 
44  juft  reafon  to  oppofe  the  eftablifhing  of 
44  Inoculation 

After  having  afferted,  that  the  Small 
Pox  is  not  infectious  before  the  eruption, 
or  after  the  fcabs  are  fallen  off,  he  gives 
this  cautious  advice ; 

44  It  would  be  neverthelefs  abfurd  and 
44  odious  to  direCt  them  to  mix  with  fo- 

* Reflexions  fur  les  prejuges  qui  s’oppofent  aux  pro- 
gres  et  a la  ptrfe&ion  de  i’Inoculation.  Par  M.  Gatti, 
p.  105. 

44  ciety, 
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ciety,  and  go  to  public  places,  where 
they  might  make  timorous  perfons  un- 
happy, and  I have  never  given  fuch 
advice 


The  concluding  teftimony  is  that  of 
Dr,  W.  himfelf,  who,  relying  on  his  own 
theoretical  reafoning,  and  negative  accounts 
of  foreign  authors,  in  oppofition  to  the 
general  lenfe  of  mankind,  and  to  fadls, 
the  truth  of  which  he  might  have  inquired 
into  any  day,  has,  I believe,  with  a very 
moderate  fhare  of  experience  of  Ins  own, 
ralhly  entered  on  a moil  dangerous  prac- 
tice, which  he  relates  as  follows  ; 


44  Some  have  been  inoculated  in  narrow 
46  flreets  in  the  midft  of  thofe  who  were 
44  obnoxious  to  the  Small  Pox,  and  others 
44  in  little  courts,  where,  according  to  the 
44  common  opinion,  the  danger  of  com- 
44  municating  the  difeafe  was  ftill  greater.' ” ‘ 

44  In  the  latter  cafe  the  patient  has 
44  fometimes  been  kept  in  a little  room 
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44  on  the  ground-floor,  the  door  of  which 
4 6 opened  diredtly  into  the  court,  and  in 
44  the  day-time  was  feldom  fhut.  Before 
44  this  door,  and  within  a few  ) ards  of  the 
44  perfon  inoculated,  a number  of  children 
44  have  continued  to  play  during  the 
44  whole  courfe  of  the  diforder,  and,  as 
44  has  been  already  affirmed,  without  re- 
44  cciving  the  infection 

That  a man  who  44  never  doubted,  that 
44  the  contagion  of  the  Small  Pox  might 
44  be  propagated  by  Inoculation,”  and  was 
aware  what  a dreadful  difeafe  the  natural 
Small  Pox  is,  fhould  dare  to  practife  in 
the  above  manner  is  to  me  aftomlhing. 
Where  were  the  tender  feelings  of  huma- 
nity at  this  time  ? Were  they  ftifled  to 
eftabliffi  a favourite  fcheme,  or  fuppreffed 
by  the  interefted  view  of  railing  an  in- 
come from  the  benevolent  hearts  of  ill- 
informed  charitable  perfons  ? 

Whatever  were  the  motives,  I will  not 
fcruple  to  afiert,  that  it  was  at  the  rilque 
of  the  happinefs  of  thofe  whole  offspring, 
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conforts,  or  parents,  might  fall  vidlims  to 
his  raflinefs.  From  the  anguifh  of  thefe 
he  might  expect  refentment,  to  fociety  he 
would  be  juftly  accountable  for  the  lofs  of 
a member. 

But  the  Doctor  with  unwarrantable  bold- 
nefs  adds,  that  44  he  can  with  truth  affirm, 
64  that  a (Ingle  inftance  has  not  yet  occur- 
44  red  in  that  charity,  in  which  the  conta- 
44  gion  Iras  been  Ip  read  by  an  inoculated 
6 4 patient 

That  the  Doftor  did  not  hear  of  a (ingle 
inftance  by  his  inquiries,  I willingly  be- 
lieve ; but  it  is  irnpoffible  to  prove,  that 
the  contagion  did  not  fpread,  if  many  were 
inoculated  under  the  above-mentioned  cir- 
cumftances,  and  indeed  extremely  impro- 
bable that  it  fliould  not  have  happened. 
But  I will  deiire  no  further  credit  to  this 
aflertion  than  the  following  confiderations 
(which  I know  from  my  own  experience) 
will  fupport.  Lint  made  from  a piece  of 
linen  rag,  that  has  for  ibme  hours  lain  in. 
contadl  with  variolous  puftules  near  the 
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time  of  maturation,  will  effectually  anfwer 
the  purpofe  of  Inoculation  : and  even  a 
lingle  thread,  moiftened  with  variolous 
matter,  will  retain  the  powers  of  commu- 
nicating the  difeafe  for  many  months,  per- 
haps years.  I have  ufed  a thread  of  this 
kind  feven  months  old,  that  has  fucceeded 
to  produce  the  difeafe.  Now,  fince  want 
of  cleanlinefs  is  the  infeparable  companion 
of  poverty,  and  the  poor  have  little  change 
of  raiment,  it  muff  follow,  that  befides  the 
immediate  danger  of  infecting  others,  the 
dwellings  and  cloaths  will  probably  retain 
the  power  of  conveying  the  difeafe  for  a 
length  of  time  too  indeterminate  to  guefs 
at : I will  therefore  congratulate  the  Doctor 
on  having  fortunately  efcaped  the  unhappi- 
nefs  that  he  muff  have  felt,  in  feeing  a 
whole  neighbourhood  infedted  by  his  indif- 
cretion  ; but  can  by  no  means  allow,  that 
the  negative  aflertion  which  he  has  fo  poll- 
tively  made,  is  proved,  or  indeed  that  it  is 
capable  of  proof.  In  the  u thoughts  on 
“ general  and  partial  Inoculation , &c”  I 
had  afferted,  that  innumerable  in  fiances 
might  be  produced  of  the  Small  Pox  having 
been  caught  from  the  inoculated,  and  gave 
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two  fuch  within  my  own  knowledge  *,  to 
which  many  more  might  have  been  added* 
One  might  expeCt  that  a Gentleman  who 
was  about  to  write  on  a difputable  point, 
and  who  had  ran  hacked  a number  of  foreign 
authors  to  find  fentiments  in  fupport  of  his 
opinions,  would  not  have  negleCted  to  make 
fome  inquiry  how  a neighbour,  who  had 
afl'erted  faCts  that  contradicted  his  own  ideas, 
could  fupport  them.  But,  inftead  of  this, 
the  DoCtor  treating  me  with  the  fame  fo- 
vereign  contempt  that  he  had  done  other 
Englifh  practitioners,  not  only  negleCted 
inquiring  concerning  the  truth  of  what  I 
had  wrote,  but  infinuated,  that  I had  been 
miiniformed,  and  was  ignorant— — and 
further,  which  I confefs  is  fufficiently  hu- 
miliating, produces  the  paper  of  an  anony- 
mous writer  in  a periodieal  pamphlet,  to 
confute  what  I had  aflerted  from  my  own 
knowledge.  I have  before  given  a fample 
of  the  Doctor’s  theoretical  reafonings,  and 
now  infert  the  following  quotations  as  fpe- 
cimens  of  his  manner  of  refuting  an  anta- 
gonift,  and  of  his  modefty  and  good  breed- 
ing. 
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After  having  affirmed  to  the  negative, 
44  that  a fingle  inftance  has  not  occurred 
44  in  that  charity  in  which  the  contagion 
44  has  been  fpread  by  an  inoculated  pa~ 
44  tient  he  proceeds — ~44  In  many  cafes 
46  the  circumftances  have  been  fuch,  that 
44  if  the  apprehenfions  of  a celebrated  Ino- 
44  culator  were  well  founded,  the  diflem- 
44  per  muft  inevitably  have  been  comtmi- 
44  nicated  and  further;  44  Baron  Dimf- 
44  dale  indeed  afierts,  that  inftances  of  a 
44  contrary  kind  have  frequently  fallen 
44  within  his  obfervation.  But  as  the  Baron 
44  does  not  feem  to  have  been  aware  of  the 
44  great  influence  of  the  epidemic  corifti- 
44  tution  of  the  air — it  is  pollible,  that 
44  what  he  ffiouid  have  attributed  to  this 
44  caufe,  he  has  fometimes  imputed  to 
44  fimple  contagion.  Be  that  as  it  may,  a 
44  writer  in  the  Monthly  Ledger -ty  under 
44  the  fignature  of  J.  S.  who  had  an  op- 
44  portunity  of  feeing  the  practice  of  Ino- 
44  culation  in  the  country  where  thefe  in- 
44  fiances  happened,  {peaks  of  the  confe- 
64  quences  of  it  in  a language  very  different 
44  from  that  which  is  held  by  the  Baron.” 

* Examination,  &c,  pages  1 6,  17,  18. 
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The  following  is  the  maft  material  part 
of  the  paper  under  the  fignature  of  J.  S. 

" " * t / s ■ - r-  / •-  - 

After  faying,  that  fome  Inoculators  and 
their  patients  were  regardlefs  of  proper  re~ 
ftridtions,  he  adds—1 “ Yet  few  inftances 

of  infection  from  Inoculation  were  heard 
cc  of ; that  there  were  not  twenty  times 
“ more,  was  matter  of  furprize  to  thofe 
(c  acquainted  with  the  contagious  nature 
cc  of  the  difeafe,  and  is  to  me  an  irrefra- 
“ gable  proof  of  the  truth  of  what  I have 
“ aflerted,  that  more  mifchief  is  likely  to 
“ be  done  by  one  patient  in  the  natural 
66  confluent  difeafe,  than  by  fifty  inocu- 
cc  lated  patients  under  the  prefent  mode  of 
cc  management.” 

3 ....  - C . v 

I do  not  find  atiy  thing  in  this  to  obje£t 
to,  nor  does  it  contradidl  what  I had  a f- 
ferted;  but  fhall  take  the  liberty  to  add, 
that  among  the  few  inftances  of  perfons  in- 
fected from  thej  inoculated,  fome  patients 
that  I attended  died  of  a confluent  difeafe, 
and  of  Courfe  became  very  infectious,  and 
by  this  means  the  diftemper  was  alfo  fatally 
Ipread  in  the  neighbourhood:  Of  thefe 

H fads 


[ 58  ] 

/ I 

fafts  I had  probably  more  opportunities  of 
being  informed  than  any  other  perfon  in 
the  country,  and  if  Dr.  Watkinfon  fhould 
even  now  chufe  to  fatisfy  himfelf  by  per- 
fonal  inquiry,  I will  recommend  him  to 
the  perfons  and  places  where  the  above  ac- 
counts will  be  confirmed,  and  alfo  intro- 
duce him  to  two  men,  who  having  been 
inoculated,  gave  the  Small  Pox  to  their 
wives,  and  both  died  of  it. 

One  of  them  returned  home  too  early 
after  Inoculation  by  his  own  indiferetion, 
the  other  from  the  ignorance  of  a rafh  ino- 
culator,  who  had  allured  him  that  he 
might  fafely  go  home  to  his  family. 

I (hall  now  relate  fome  more  recent  ex- 
perience, the  firft  of  which  I have  received 
while  I am  writing,  from  undoubted  au- 
thority ; it  contains  the  melancholy  ac- 
count of  the  confequences  of  a precipitate 
Inoculation  of  the  greateft  part  of  the  inha- 
bitants in  a populous  town,  within  this 
laft  year.  A pretty  general  Inoculation 
was  fuddenly  agreed  on,  and  within  one 
week  11,000  were  inoculated.  By  the 


0 


r 59  3 

good  care  of  the  Gentlemen  who  attended, 
they  efcaped  with  as  little  lofs  as  could  be 
expected  ; but  many  others  in  the  fame 
town,  from  religious  opinions,  ill  health, 
or  timidity,  could  not  be  prevailed  on  to 
aflent  to  the  fcheme  ; 250  of  thefe  foon 
caught  it,  and  the  diftemper  proved  un- 
commonly fatal  to  them,  for  about  two 
in  feven  died ; fo  that  in  a few  weeks  7 o 
at  leaft  loft  their  lives  from  this  circum- 
ftance.  A dreadful  cataftrophe,  and  1 cha- 
ritably hope  it  will  be  the  laft  inftance  of 
the  kind  ! 

But  I deipair  of  exciting  a delire  in 
Dr.  W,  to  receive  further  information  on 
this  head,  as  the  following  applications, 
which  were  made  with  a civil  intention, 
failed. 

On  February  24th  laft  a Gentleman  of 
my  acquaintance  prefented  me  with  the 
Examination , &c* 

On  the  25th,  foon  after  having  attended 
the  children  of  Mr.  Penruddock,  in  Soho- 
fquare,  I was  called  to  vilit  a fervant  in 
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the  lame  family  who  was  ill  of  the  Small 
Pox,  and  upon  that  occafion  wrote  the  fol- 
lowing note  to  Dr.  Watkinfcn: 

66  Baron  Dimfdale  prefents  his  compli- 
4C  meats  to  Dr.  W.  and,  as  ocular  de- 

monflration  will  probably  convince  the 
44  mofc  fceptical,  recoiximends  him  to  vifit 
44  a young  man  at  Mr.  Penruddock’s  in 
44  Soho-fquare,  who  now  lies  in  great  dan- 
66  ger  from  a confluent  Small  Pox,  which 
46  he  caught  from  three  inoculated  patients 
■4  of  the  Baron’s.  The  family  will  ad- 
64  mit  the  Doflor,  or  if  he  will  call  in 
a LincohiVinn-fields  to-morrow  at  nine 
44  o’clock,  the  Baron  will  accompany  him 
44  thither,  if  the  Doftor  chufes  any  fur- 
4*  ther  fatisfaftion,  he  will  be  informed  of 
44  three  or  four  more  fimilar  cafes  that 
44  have  happened  in  a ftiort  time  among  the 
44  frnall  circle  of  Baron  Dimfdale’s  private 
44  patients. 

Linclotfs-inn-fields,  Feb,  z$th  ” 

The  follow  ing  anlwer,  which  was  ac- 
companied with  Dr,  Watkinfon’spamphletj 

eyas  received  ; 
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64  Dr,  Watkinfon  prefents  his  compli- 
44  ments  to  Baron  Dimfdale,  and  as  he 
44  Gannot  conceive,  that  the  cafe  of  a man 
44  labouring  under  the  confluent  Small  Pox 
44  can  poffibly  afford  an  44  ocular  demon- 
44  fixation”  of  the  mode  in  which  it  was 
received,  nor  if  it  could,  that  it  can  in 
44  the  leaft  affedt  the  point  in  difpute,  begs 
44  leave  to  decline  accepting  his  obliging 
£4  offer — that  the  contagion  of  the  Small 
44  Pox  may  be  propagated  by  Inoculation 
44  Dr.  W.  he  never  entertained  a doubt; 
44  but  as  fuch  inftances  have  not  often  oc- 
44  curred,  he  is  convinced,  that  the  fum 
44  of  the  good  produced  by  Inoculation 
44  is  far  greater  than  that  of  the  evih 
44  The  ground  of  this  conviction  Baron 
Dimfdale  will  find  explained  in  a little 
*4  piece  juft  publifhed  by  Dr.  Watkinfon, 
44  a copy  of  which  he  takes  this  opportu- 
*4  nity  of  fending  him. 

44  Fenchurch-Jlreet , Feb . 27,  1777.’* 

To  thank  Dr.  Watkinfon  for  his  pam- 
phlet, and  to  clear  up  my  intention  in 
inviting  him  to  fee  the  patient,  I replied  : 

44  Baron 
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14  Baron  Dimfdale  prefents  his  compli- 
66  ments  to  Dr.  Watkinfon,  and  returns* 

44  thanks  for  his  pamphlet.  It  was  not 
44  from  an  idea,  that  the  bare  feeing  a per- 
44  fon  in  a confluent  Small  Pox  could  have 
44  afforded  any  ufeful  information  that  the 
44  Dodlor  was  invited  to  vifit  this  patient. 

46  But  if  he  had  been  willing  to  hear  an 
44  account  of  how  the  man  came  to  be  in- 
44  fe£led,  it  might  have  afforded  fome  ufe- 
44  ful  information,  and  Baron  Dimfdale 
44  would  have  been  ready  to  have  related 
44  the  circumftances,  which  would  alfo 
44  have  been  confirmed  by  Mr.  Penrucb 
44  dock’s  family. 

4^  Feb . 27,1  777.'’ 

I heard  nothing  further,  but  foon  had  a 
fecond  unhappy  opportunity  of  inviting  the^ 
Dodtor,  and  fent  the  following  note  : 

44  Baron  Dimfdale’ s compliments ; takes 
44  the  liberty  to  acquaint  Dr.  Watkinfon, 
44  that  a fervant  of  Lady  Cornwallis  has  at 
^4  this  time  a confluent  Small  Pox,  which 
?4  he  caught  by  living  in  the  family  with 
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u an  inoculated  child,  who  was  under 
46  Baron  Dimfdale’s  care. 

44  If  the  Do&or  chufes  to  have  any  fur- 
64  ther  convi&ion  of  the  infe&ious  ftate  of 
44  inoculated  patients,  he  will  be  welcome 
44  to  fee  both  thefe,  and  Baron  Dimfdale 
44  will  be  ready  to  inform  him  of  every 
46  circumftance  that  he  may  chufe  to  in- 
4 4 quire  into. 

44  Lincoln  s-inn-fldds^  March  10,  1777.” 

Dr.  Watkinfon’s  defire  of  information 
was  not  excited  ; but  it  was  now  high  time 
to  call  in  the  aid  of  an  Epidemic  conftitu- 
tion  of  the  air  to  account  for  the  mifchief, 
as  will  appear  by  the  following  anfwer : 

44  Dr.  Watkinfon  prefents  his  compli- 
66  ments  to  Baron  Dimfdale,  and  cannot 
44  but  exp  refs  fome  degree  of  furprize,  that 
44  at  this  time,  when  an  Epidemic  confti- 
64  tution  of  the  air  prevails,  and  when  per- 
44  fons  are  daily  feized  with  the  Small  Pox 
44  who  have  had  no  apparent  communica- 
44  tion  with  the  infebled,  the  Baron  fhouldi 

64  imagine 
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44  imagine  that  inftances  of  the  kind  which 
44  he  has  mentioned,  fhouid  carry  with 
44  them  any  convincing  proof  of  the  infec- 
4 4 tious  ftate  of  inoculated  patients, 

4 4 But  admitting  the  fa£t  contended  for 
44  by  the  Baron  to  be  well  eftablifhed,  he 
44  muft  furely  perceive  that  it  is  very  far 
44  from  being  fufficient  to  decide  the  quef- 
44  tion  refpedling  the  utility  of  Inocula- 
u tion,  even  in  its  prefent  limited  ftate. 

44  Fenchurch-Jlreet , March  n,  1777*'* 

No  anfwer  was  returned  to  this. 

• i-  i --V- 

I was  called  laft  June  to  attend  a child 
of  my  worthy  friend  Mr.  Cowei,  late  fenior 
furgeon  to  St.  Thomas’s  Hofpital,  who  was 
dangeroufly  ill  of  the  Small  Pox.  I thought 
the  Do&or  would  have  perhaps  paid  fome 
attention  to  this  child,  as  being  the  Son  of 
a Gentleman  he  was  well  acquainted  with, 
and  therefore  fent  the  following : 

“ Baron  Dimfdale’s  compliments,  &c-. 
« Having  lately  had  an  anxious  attendance. 
“ on  the  child  of  a particular  friend,  the 

44  cafe 
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u cafe  is  recommended  to  Dr.  Watkinfon’s 
44  inquiry.  A Son  of  Mr.  C.  fix  years  of 
44  age,  on  a fuppofition  of  having  had  the 
44  natural  Small  Pox,  continued  to  go  to 
44  a fchool  where  a child  was  inoculated 
14  who  had  only  fifteen  puftules  ; in  con- 
44  fequence  of  this  communication  Mr. 

46  Cowel’s  child  caught  the  difeafe.  If 
44  Dr.  Watkinfon  wifiies  to  receive  any 
44  particular  information  Mr.  Cowel  will 
44  give  him  the  fatisfadlion  required. 

44  Hertford , July  6,  1777.” 

To  this  laft  note,  which  was  fent  after 
the  prefent  pamphlet  had  been  advertifed, 

I received  the  following  formal  anfwer : 

44  Dr.Watkinfon’s  compliments  to  Baron 
44  Dimfdale;  has  received  his  card  inform- 
44  ing  him,  that  a Son  of  Mr.  Cowel  o n 
44  a fuppofition  of  having  had  the  natural 
44  Small  Pox,  continued  to  go  to  a fchool 
44  where  a child  was  inoculated  who  had 
44  only  fifteen  puftules  ; in  confequence  of  * 
44  this  communication  Mr.  Cowel’s  child 
44  caught  the  difeafe. 
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44  Dr.  Watkinfon  can  find  nothing  in 
44  the  above  cafe  repugnant  to  the  princi- 
“ pies  maintained  in  the  66  Examination  of 
u a Charge,  &c.”  He  entertains  how- 

ever,  a proper  fenfe  of  the  Baron’s 
44  civility,  and  thanks  him  for  his  in- 
44  formation."’ 

46  penehurch-Jlreet , July  8,  1777.” 

s 

Here  ended  the  correipondence  ; and 
although  the  Dodtor  did  not  think  it  worth 
while  to  inquire  into  the  circumftances  of 
the  cafes  recompiended  to  him,  they  are  of 
confequence,  and  ought  to  be  recited. 

Mr.  Penruddock’s  fervant  continued  in 
his  place  during  the  Inoculation  of  two 
children  of  his  mafter’s,  and  one  fervant. 
The  children  had  few  puftules,  the  fervant 
was  rather  full  for  Inoculation, 

Lady  Cornwallis’s  fervant  continued  in 
the  houfe  during  the  time  that  Lord  Brume, 
her  Lady  (hip’s  Son,  had  the  Small  Pox  by 
Inoculation  in  a mold  favourable  manner ; 
I believe  not  more  than  twenty  puftules  in 

the 
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the  whole.  Both  thefe  fervants  fell  ill  at 
the  time  that  might  be  reafonably  expeded 
from  the  contagion  of  the  inoculated. 

Mr.  Penruddock’s  fervant  died,  Lady 
Cornwallis’s  recovered,  after  having  been 
delirious  the  greateft  part  of  the  illnefs, 
and  in  extreme  danger.  Mr.  Cowel  lives 
at  Colelhill,  and  his  houfe  is  on  an  emi- 
nence not  near  any  other.  His  Son  was 
carried  to  and  from  the  fchool,  which  is 
about  four  miles  diftant,  in  his  Father’s 
coach,  and  he  fell  ill  about  the  time  that 
might  be  expeded  from  having  caught  the 
difeale  of  the  inoculated— he  was  very 
full,  and  had  the  Small  Pox  with  danger, 
but  recovered. 

The  Dodor,  p.  9,  pofitively  afferts9 
44  that  whether  the  dlfeafe  be  produced  na- 
44  turally  or  artificially,  it  is  far  lefs  con - 
44  tagious  than  it  is  generally  fuppofed  to 
44  be.”.  Inp.  21,  he,  in  like  manner,  in- 
lifts,  that  44  nothing  is  indeed  more  manifejl 
44  than  that  the  natural  Small  Pox,  though 
44  in  general  much  more  contagious  than. 
64  the  artificial,  does  not  readily  multiply 
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46  itfelf,  unlefs  favoured  by  a miafmatic  con - 
u jiitution  of  the  air.”- — If  by  miafmatlc  is 
meant  particles  arifing  from  diftempered 
bodies,  and  mixing  with  the  air,  which  is 
the  true  fenfe  of  the  word,  I agree  with 
him;  but  from  the  fequel  it  feems  plain, 
that  it  was  otherwife  intended.  I Ihall 
therefore,  on  the  prefumption  that  the  Doc- 
tor has  miftaken  the  meaning  of  this  word, 
make  foine  obfervations  on  the  authorities 
he  has  produced ; and  here  it  is  remark- 
able, that  he  continues  the  fame  difregard 
as  before  to  Englifh  practitioners,  and  our 
cotemporaries,  except  Dr.  James  Sims,  from 
whole  works  he  gives  the  following  quo- 
tation : 66  About  the  autumnal  equinox, 
64  bilious  diforders  declined,  giving  way 
* 4 to  the  Small  Pox,  that  with  unheard-of 
66  havock  defolated  the  clofe  of  this  year,, 
i(f  and  the  fucceeding  Ipring  of  1767. 
€i  They  had  appeared  above  a year  before 
along  the  eaftern  coaft  of  the  kingdom 
“ and  proceeded  (lowly  weft  ward,  with  fo 
66  even  a pace  that  a curious  perfon  might 
46  with  eafe  have  computed  the  rate  of 
u their  progrefs.  In  this  they  were  fcarce- 
46  ly  to  be  interrupted,  as  appeared  by  the 

M fol- 


44  following  inftance.  The  children  of 
44  foldiers  on  their  march  had  brought  them 
44  from  fome  other  places  to  fome  towns 
46  here,  during  the  preceding  fummer, 
44  and  although  they  were  of  the  malig- 
44  nant  kind,  the  afflidted  all  dying,  and 
44  therefore  moft  fit  to  propagate  the  infec- 
44  tion,  yet  not  one  of  the  inhabitants  re- 
44  ceived  them,  until  in  their  regular  pro- 
44  grefs  they  had  travelled  over  the  inter- 
44  mediate  fpace*,” 

A i 

I give  intire  credit  to  this  relation,  and 
am  much  obliged  to  the  Doctor  for  inferr- 
ing it.  For,  although  it  agrees  with  what  X 
have  frequently  obferved  in  my  own  experi- 
ence, I could  not  juft  at  p refen t recoliefl  a 
tranfadtion  fo  much  to  my  purpofe.  The 
Dodtor  inferts  the  quotation  as  a ftriking 
example  of  the  progrefs  of  epidemic  Small. 
Pox.  To  my  underftanding  it  appears  to 
be  a plain  and  common  account  of  the 
ufual  manner  by  which  infedhon  is  com- 
municated to  a neighbourhood ; Jlowly , with 
fo  even  a pace  that  a curious  per  [on  might 
have  computed  the  rate  of  its  progrefs — - 
wejiward  it  muft  advance  without  doubt, 

for 
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for  it  came  from  the  eajl , where  of  courfe 
moil  of  the  inhabitants  had  had  it. 

This  is  the  true  defcription  of  the  man- 
ner in  which  contagion  fpreads  from  one 
neighbourhood  to  another,  as  the  inter- 
courfe  of  inhabitants  communicates  the  in- 
fection. Very  different  is  the  juft  idea  of 
an  Epidemic,  which  being  fuppofed  to  arife 
from  a malignant  quality  of  the  air,  would 
not  proceed  Jlowly , but  infeCt  a great  num- 
ber at  the  fame  time.  In  fhort,  there  feems 
no  difficulty  in  underftanding  this  account, 
as  the  regular  progrefs  of  Small  Pox  by 
contagion,  but  many  difficulties  would 
arife,  on  the  fuppofition  of  an  Epidemic. 
And  if  the  DoCtor  meant  to  fupport  it,  he 
fhould  have  added  fume  ingenious  theory 
in  favour  of  his  fuggeftion ; and  make  it 

OO  J 

evident,  how  an  epidemic  cloud  or  vapour, 
charged  with  this  malignant  air,  fhould 
move  (lowly,  and  with  an  even  pace,  for 
a confiderable  time  uninterrupted  in  its . 
progrefs  by  winds,  or  any  other  alteration 
in  the  atmofphere.  That  the  children  of 
foldiers  on  a march,  of  which  all,  who  were 
afflicted  with  the  difeafe,  died,  fhould  not 

be 
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be  able  to  Interrupt  this  Epidemic,  amazes 
one  in  the  reading ; but  fomething  feems 
de feddive.  The  Docdpr  has  not  mentioned 
how  many  there  were  of  thefe,  nor  the 
precautions  that  were  taken  to  prevent  the 
inhabitants  from  receiving  the  di {temper ; 
yet  thefe  are  points  of  great  confequence, 
for  if  they  were  but  few  that  were  lick, 
and  great  care  was  taken  to  prevent  the  in- 
fection from  Ipreading,  the  wonder  will 
ceafe.  And  that  one  or  both  was  the  cafe 
is  extremely  probable.  The  Dodder’s  idea, 
it  is  true,  is  very  different;  for  on  exa- 
mining the  whole  of  this  curious  paragraph 
(the  latter  period  of  which,  to  claim  the 
more  attention,  he  had  printed  in  italics) 
we  (hall  find  his  opinion  is,  that  the  Epide- 
mic, at  a diftance,  exerted  its  influence  fo 
as  to  prevent  the  natural  infeddion  taking 
place,  until,  44  in  its  regular  progrefs,  it 
44  had  travelled  over  the  intermediate  fpace.59 
Here  was  an  opportunity  for  the  Do6for  to 
have  given  us  another  theoretical  account, 
how  this  event  was  brought  about.  In 
the  mean  time,  as  that  has  been  omitted, 
I will  alk  him  ferioufly  a plain  queff  on. 
Does  he  believe.,  that  the  approaching  Epi- 
demic 
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demic  had  any  fhare  in  preventing  the  in- 
habitants from  receiving  the  infection  from 
the  children  of  the  foldiers  ? Profeffor  San- 
difort  is  quoted,  as  afferting,  that  one  child, 
in  the  Orphan-houfe  at  the  Hague,  was 
feized  with  the  Small  Pox,  and  though 
communication  with  the  others  was  not 
interrupted,  none  caught  the  difeafe.  No 
mention  is  made  whether  the  child  had  the 
difeafe  favourably  or  not.  The  Dodlor 
gives  this  as  a remarkable  inftance  of  the 
infufficiency  of  contagion  alone  to  produce 
the  difeafe.  I muft  beg  leave  to  afk  him. 
Whether  he  is  of  opinion,  that  the  difeafe 
could  not  have  been  taken  from  this  child, 
or  from  the  children  of  the  foldiers  above- 

i 

mentioned  ? 

Mr.  Petit  is  alfo  mentioned,  as  report- 
ing, that  altho’  the  Hotel  Dieu  is  at  cer- 
tain feafons  very  full  of  patients  in  the  ward 
deftined  to  receive  fuch  as  have  the  Small 
Pox,  yet  it  is  not  obferved  to  remain  in 
the  neighbourhood  the  whole  year,  nor  is 
it  more  fubjecft  to  the  difeafe  than  the  reft 
of  the  city.  Monf.  De  la  Condamine’s 
relation  of  the  fituatiqn  of  this  ward  will 

in 
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in  feme  meafure  account  for  the  affertion 
of  Mr.  Petit.  He  fays,  that  in  the  46  Hotel 
44  Dieu  one  does  not  fee  that  the  Small 
44  Pox  is  communicated  from  one  ward  to 
4 4 another,  by  the  wife  precaution  of  placing 
44  thofe  who  are  attacked  with  the  dileafe  on 
44  the  top  of  the  building,  which  is  lituated 
44  at  the  extremity  of  the  hofpital 

The  very  refpedable  opinions  of  Tiffot, 
Baron  Van  Swieten,  and  Sydenham,  are 
quoted  in  favour  of  his  fentiments. 

The  firft  fays,  44  That  the  Small  Pox  is 
44  indeed  a contagious  dileafe;  but  that  it 
44  does  not  propagate  itfelf  fo  much  by  con- 
44  tagion  as  by  an  infection  of  the  air,  pro-* 
44  duced  by  caufes  unknown  to  us.” 

The  opinion  of  Baron V an  Swieten,  which 
he  has  given  in  Latin,  tranflated  is,  44  But 
44  it  is  certain,  that  a mo  raid  contagion  re- 
44  quires  pre-difpoiing  caufes  to  give  birth  to 
44  adifeafe.”  I cannot  .ce  that  either  of  thefe 
opinions,  which  are  unfupported  by  fads, 
are  in  favour  of  the  Dodor  s argument. 

* LettreS  de  Gondsmiae,  p.  122. 
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The  lail:  is  from  SydenhaitL— and  I take 
this  opportunity  of  returning  Dr.  W.  thanks 
for  reminding  me  of  the  opinion  of  fo  re- 
fpe£table  an  author;  that,  as  I take  it,  makes 
ftrongly  in  favour  of  my  own  fentiments. 
This  quotation  is  alfo  given  in  Latin,  and 
only  a part  of  the  paragraph.  I (hall  not 
fail  giving  a tranflation  of  the  whole  in  the 
fequel,  in  a part  where  it  may  be  more  pro- 
perly applied  *. 

I have  now  gone  thro’  the  whole  of  the 
evidence  produced  ; for  I defire  to  be  ex- 
cufed  from  paying  any  regard  to  what  Dr. 
W.  remembers  to  have  heard  related  by  a 
Profeflor  in  his  Lectures.  I (hall  in  the 
next  place  ftate  my  own  ideas  in  the  plained: 
manner  poflible,  and  alfo  the  proofs  in  fup- 
port  of  them. 

I do  not  believe,  that  any  ftate  of  air,  call 
it  Epidemic,  or  by  any  other  name,  ever 
generates  Small  Pox  in  our  climate,  unlefs 
aided  by  contagion.  But  I do  not  deny, 
that  certain  feafons  and  conftitutions  of 
the  air  are  more  favourable  than  others  to 
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fpread  infection,  and  propagate  the  diftem- 
per.  Neither  am  I of  opinion,  that  the 
Small  Pox  returns  epidemically  at  certain 
periods,  as  has  been  fuppofed  by  fome  emi- 
nent writers,  as  well  as  by  my  worthy 
friend  Dr.  Schwencke  in  the  letter  which 
I have  inferted ; but,  on  the  contrary,  I 
maintain,  that  the  difeafe  is  truly  of  the 
contagious  kind,  and  propagated  only  by 
contact ; or  from  the  air  being  infedted  by 
effluvia  of  bodies  lick  of  that  difeafe.  The 
reafons  that  have  influenced  me  to  adopt 
this  opinion  Shall  be  fubmitted  to  consi- 
deration ; but  I defire  to  be  underftood  to 
write  on  Small  Pox  only,  independent  of 
other  diforders  that  have  been  deemed  Epi- 
demic. 

That  this  difeafe  was  unknown  to  the 
Antients,  admits  of  no  doubt ; for  the 
Greek  and  Roman  phyficians  gave  very  ac- 
curate defcriptions  of  difeafes,  and  defcended 
to  very  trivial  circumftances,  yet  we  find 
no  account  of  any  diftemper  that  can  be 
fuppofed  to  be  meant  for  Small  Pox.  In 
fadl,  it  is  allowed,  that  the  Small  Pox  was 
imported  from  Afia  at  the  time  of  the 
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CTu facies,  and  made  it 3 firfi:  appearance  in 
Europe  about  the  13th  century,  foon  after 
which  innumerable  writers  defeated  the 
diftemper.  It  was  unknown  in  America 
till  the  Europeans  carried  the  Small  Pox 
into  the  country  about  200  years  ago,  and 
in  feme  of  the  Northern  parts  of  Europe 
it  has  not  made  its  appearance  above  70  or* 
80  years.  There  were  no  traces  of  the 
difeafe  in  Siberia,  till  the  Ruffians  ex- 
tended their  dominions  and  carried  it  thi- 
ther. Some  parts  of  Tartary  are  yet  free 
from  it.  The  ifland  of  St.  Helena  remains 
alfo  to  this  day  uninfeSled,  and  the  inha- 
bitants, who  juftly  dread  the  introduction 
of  the  difeafe,  make  ftrict  inquiry  into  the 
ftate  of  the  crew  of  every  fhip  that  touches 
there,  and  ufe  every  neceflary  precaution 
where  there  has  been  room  to  fufpect  dan- 
ger of  infection. 

From  thefe  hifforical  relations  it  will 
appear,  that  the  Small  Pox  has  been  im- 
ported to  us  in  Europe  ; that  it  is  not  a 
native  of  our  climate  ; and  corifequently 
that  the  idea  of  its  beginning  in  any  place 

from 
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from  an  epidemic  ftate  of  the  air,  unaided 
by  contagion,  is  a miftake. 

But  as  a different  opinion  has  been 
efpoufed  by  many  eminent  writers,  and 
fads  alledged  in  fupport  of  it,  I fhall  en- 
deavour to  ftate  thefe  fads  with  candour, 
•and  then  examine  how  far  the  reafoning 
deduced  from  them  will  ftand  the  teft  of 
inquiry. 

It  has  been  infifted,  that  the  Small  Pox, 
far  from  continuing  perpetually  in  one 
place,  as  might  be  expeded  if  contagion 
alone  was  the  cauie,  has  ufually  raged 
with  great  violence  for  a time,  and  after 
having  deftroyed  a great  number  of  the  in- 
habitants, abated  gradually,  from  which 
time  there  has  been  a refpite  for  fome  years 
in  that  place ; after  which  the  attack  has 
been  renewed  in  the  fame  manner,  and  the 
like  melancholy  fcenes  of  devaluation  again 
exhibited. 

It  has  alfo  been  alledged,  that  during  the 
interval,  if  the  natural  difeafe  has  appeared, 
or  any  perfons  have  been  inoculated,  neither 

the 
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the  one  nor  the  other  has  been  fufficient  to 
excite  the  Epidemic,  till  it  returned  regu- 
lar! y in  the  ufual  manner. 

Thele  returns  have  been  called  Periodi- 
cal, and  fome  have  gone  fo  far  as  to  fix  the 
periods  of  different  towns,  at  a certain  num- 
ber of  years. 

This  I take  to  be  a true  reprefentation 
of  the  fads  alledged  in  favour  of  Epidemi- 
cal Small  Pox,  and  I do  not  contravert  the 
former  part,  but  the  laft  I believe  to  be  a 
miftake.  That  the  Small  Pox  may  have 
returned  and  become  general  in  the  fame 
place,  more  than  once  in  about  the  fame 
number  of  years,  is  not  improbable ; but 
that  it  does  fo  regularly,  I deny,  and  will 
venture  to  appeal  to  the  common  experi- 
ence of  every  country  to  decide  this  point, 
which  as  well  as  the  other  ftiall  be  farther 
elucidated  in  the  fequel.  In  the  mean 
time  it  may  not  be  improper  to  obferve, 
that  it  would  puzzle  the  moft  ingenious 
Theorift  to  account  for  this  intermitting 
dilorder  in  the  air,  or  indeed  for  the  other 
malignant  qualities  which  have  been  fup- 


[ 79  ] 

pofed  to  exift  in  it,  independent  of  infer- 
tion.  Let  us  then  quit  thefe  vifionary 
ideas,  and  try  whether  our  having  recoude 
to  obfervation  and  plain  reafoning,  will  not 
more  fatisfaftorily  account  for  this  matter  : 
For 

JSfec  Deus  interjit , nlfi  dignus  vindice  nodus 
Incident . 

is  a rule  not  lefs  juft  and  applicable  in 
medical  reafoning,  than  in  the  conduct  of 
the  drama. 

The  hiftorical  account  that  has  been 
produced  to  prove,  that  the  Small  Pox  is 
not  a native  of  our  climate,  may  ferve  alfo 
as  fufficient  proof,  that  it  never  begins  here 
from  any  diftemperature  of  air  alone ; and 
the  following  circumftances  are  of  great 
weight  towards  eftablifhing  the  truth  of 
this  opinion.  If  this  difeafe  was  the  off- 
fpring  of  a particular  epidemic  air,  it  cer- 
tainly could  not  be  reftrained  by  any  care 
or  precautionary  methods : but  that  the 
reverfe  is  the  cafe,  will  appear  to  any  one 
who  attends  to  the  following  remarks.  In 
the  moll  confiderable  towns  in  England, 
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the  inhabitants  having  experienced  great 
injury  to  their  trade,  and  the  lofs  of  many 
lives  by  this  difeafe  becoming  univerfal, 
have,  at  a public  expence,  provided  a houfe 
(and  in  fome  places  more  than  one)  which 
is  called  the  Peft-houfe,  fituated  at  a con- 
venient diftance  from  the  town,  and  alone, 
to  which  all  the  poor  who  fall  ill  are  re- 
moved as  foon  as  difcovered  to  have  the 
Small  Pox.  Nurfes  and  medical  help  are 
■afforded ; due  care  is  taken  to  bury  the 
dead  privately,  and  to  give  fuch  as  recover 
proper  airings  until  they  may  be  in  a ftate 
to  return  home  without  danger  of  infedting 
others.  This  method,  when  duly  com- 
plied with,  has  prevented  the  difeafe  from 
fpreading,  and  preferved  the  neighbourhood 
from  being  generally  infedted.  Hertford, 
Ware,  Hitchin,  Bifhop  Stortford,  Baldock, 
Stevenage,  and  Hatfield,  which  are  the  con- 
fiderable  market-towns  on  our  fide  of  the 
county,  have  each  one  of  thefe  Peft-houfes, 
and  the  general  benefit  derived  from  them  is 
fo  apparent,  that  even  parochial  parfimony 
approves,  and  allows  the  expence.  To  thefe 
may  be  added  what  the  moft  ignorant 
people,  by  mere  inftindt,  have  done  to  pre- 
fer ve 
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ferve  themlelves*  — Among  the  Calmucks, 
where  the  Small  Pox  had  been  carried  by 
the  Ruffians,  the  people,  after  having  loft 
a great  number  by  the  dileafe,  thought  of 
the  expedient  of  carrying  the  lick  into  the 
woods,  and  leaving  them  alone  in  huts, 
with  a fufficient  quantity  of  provifion. 
Such  as  lurvived  were  not  fuffered  to  join 
the  others,  until  they  had  been  fufficient- 
!y  wa ffied,  and  performed'  a long  quaran- 
tine,, Thofe  who  died  were,  with  the 
huts  they  died  in,  covered  with  earth  by 
fuch  as  had  paffed  through  the  diftemper. 
By  this  means  the  contagion  was  prevented. 
The  Small  Pox  is  very  fatal  among  thefe 
people,  and  they  make  ufe  of  the  fame 
cuftom  to  this  day. 

Dr*  Mead  relates,  that  the  Small  Pox 
was  fpread  among  the  Hottentots  by  their 
being  employed  to  wafh  the  linen  of  fome 
Dutch  Tailors,  and  it  raged  with  great  and 
deftrudtive  violence  ; but  as  loon  as  thefe 
ignorant  people  were  convinced,  that  the 
difeafe  was  fpread  by  contagion*  they  drew 
lines  round  the  infected  part  of  the  coun- 
try;, and  guarded  them  fo  ftridtly,  that  if 

L any 
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any  perfon  attempted  to  fly  from  the  in- 
fection* he  was  immediately  fhot  dead. 
To  thefe  I fhall  add  the  quotation  from 
Sydenham  which  Dr.  W.  had  produced  in 
favour  of  his  argument,  but  imperfectly, 
that  part  which  is  in  italics  having  been 
prudently  omitted,  though  it  contains  a 
moft  remarkable  and  well-attefted  fad. 

* In  the  mean  time  I much  doubt  if  the 
66  diipofition  of  the  air,  though  it  be  pefti- 
46  lential,  is  of  itfelf  able  to  produce  the 
plague  ; but  that,  being  always  predo- 
44  minant  in  lome  place  or  other,  it  is 
44  conveyed  to  others  by  peftilential  mat- 
44  ter,  or  the  coming  of  an  infected  per- 
44  ion  from  fome  place  where  the  plague 
66  prevails,  and  that  even  there  it  is  not 
44  epidemic,  unlefs  the  conftitution  of  the 
44  air  favours  it.  Otherwife  I cannot  con- 
64  cetve  how  it  Jhould  fo  happen  that  in  the 
64  fame  climate , at  a time  the  plague  rages 
44  violently  in  o?ie  town , a neighbouring  one 
4 4 Jldould  totally  efcape  it  by  ftritlly  forbidding 
44  all  inter courfe  with  the  infected  place . 
44  An  hftance  of  which  we  had  fome  few 
64  years  ago , when  the  plague  raged  with 

4 4 extreme 

* Se£t.  2.  chap.  2. 
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64  extreme  violence  in  mo  ft  parts  of  Italy , 

4 6 and  yet  the  Grand  Duke , by  his  vigilance 
“ and  prudence , intirely  prevented  its  en~ 

44  tering  the  borders  of  T’ufcanyf 

Now  it  is  alfo  evident,  that  if  the  flip- 
pofed  prevalence  of  epidemic  Small  Pox, 
occafioned  by  diftempered  air,  independent 
of  contagion,  was  well  founded,  a precau- 
tionary method  mull  be  ineffectual  ; the 
malignant  air,  admitting  of  no  reftraint, 
would  exert  its  influence,  and  the  removal 
of  fome  would  be  no  fecurity  to  fuch  as  re- 
mained at  home.  This  will  be  further 
confirmed  by  attending  to  what  frequently 
happens  in  villages  where  no  care  is  taken 
to  prevent  the  difeafe  from  fureading,  alfo 
in  large  towns,  where  fome  confiderable 
perfons  who  will  not  remove,  happen  to 
fall  fick,  or  where  the  difeafe  breaks  out  in 
too  many  families  to  admit  a removal  of 
all ; in  either  cafe  the  diftemper  becoming 
general  the  fatal  effeCts  are  feverely  felt, 
and  here  contagion  exerts  its  force  uncon- 
trouled  until  rnoft  of  the  inhabitants  have 
had  the  diftemper  * In  fad,  the  Small  Pox, 
which  I believe  to  be  very  contagious,  may 

L z not 
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more  Louies  in  a towp  are  burning,  pro- 
vided the  people  are  able  to  extjnguiih 
them,  the  calamity  is  averted  : but  if  by 
accident  fires  Ihould  fpread  in  fo  many 
places,  that  the  efforts  to  flop  the  progrefs 
becomes  ineffectual,  a great  conflagration 
maft  enfue-. 

The  Small  Pox,  at  uncertain  periods, 
within  my  own  memory,  has  raged  in 
Hertford,  as  in  other  places,  to  the  lofs  of 
many  people ; yet  we  have  had  no  fuch 
calamity  for  more  than  ten  years.  Sup- 
pole  one  was  to  afk  the  reafon  of  this; 
the  anfwer  would  be,  that  it  could  not 
happen,  becaufe  the  general  Inoculations 
that  have  been  p radii  fed  there  have  left 
fcarce  any  one  to  have  the  difeafe.  Does 
it  not  ft. ike  one  obvioufly,  that  whether 
Inoculation,  or  the  natural  diftemper,  has 
been  io  general  that  moft  of  the  inhabitants 
have  undergone  it,  the  caie  will  be  exactly 
the  fame.  The  place  will  be  fecure  from 
an  Epidemic,  until  a frefh  race  of  new- 
born  children,  or  a change  of  inhabitancy 
has  funfiftied  the  town  with  more  iubjedfs 
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for  the  difeafe ; and  this  I take  to  be  a very 
fufficient  mode  of  accounting  for  the  re- 
turns that  have  been  miftakenly  called 
Periodical,  and  fuppofed  to  arife  from  an 
unfavourable  alteration  cf  the  air.  And 
this  alfo  accounts  for  and  agrees  well  with 
what  1 find  in  Profeffor  Schwencke’s  Letter* 
The  Small  Pox  had  been  epidemic  at  the 
Hague  in  the  year  176 6,  and  lifted  till 
Auguft  1767,  in  which  time  it  carried  off 
396  perfons,  a very  great  number  indeed 
for  that  place.  It  was  certainly  not  very 
furprifing  that  an  Epidemic  was  not  eftab- 
liflied  immediately  after  by  Dr.  Sunder- 
land and  Mr.  Hewitt’s  inoculations,  in  the 
following  winter ; fur,  doubtlels,  there  were 
but  few  inhabitants  that  had  efcaped  having 
it  the  preceding  year. 

After  the  arguments  advanced  I defire  it 
may  be  confidered,  that  though  the  Small 
Pox  ftiould  happen  to  rage  epidemically 
twice  or  thrice  in  the  fame  place,  at  about 
the  fame  periods,  it  would  not  be  fufficient 
to  eftabliih  a periodical  return,  and  the  life 
of  man  hardly  affords  time  for  one  perfon 
to  remember  many  fuch  events ; nor  is 

there* 
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there,  that  I know  of,  any  hiftorical  re- 
gifter  to  fupport  the  dodtrine.  But  if  it 
fhould  appear,  that  recent  irregularities 
have  happened  to  difcredit  tire  opinion,  I 
fhould  think  it  would  much  weaken,  if 
not  deftroy,  the  belief  in  the  periodical  re- 
turns of  epidemical  Small  Pox.  One  in- 
ftaiice  in  point  I lhall  mention  which  will 
he  found  in  Dr.  Schwencke’s  Letter,  where 
he  allows,  that  laft  year  the  epidemic  which 
was  expected  at  the  Hague  did  not  return, 
and  that  only  fifteen  perfons  died  of  the 
natural  Small  Pox.  To  thefe  fhall  be 
added,  in  Dr.  W.’s  own  words,  the  very 
ftrange  account  he  gives  of  thefe  vifitations, 
where  the  uncertainty  and  irregularity  will 
appear  very  conlpicuous.  64  In  London 
64  variolous  epidemics  do  not  feem  to  be 
44  governed  in  their  vifitation  by  any  fixed 
44  period  of  time;  but  in  the  Hague,  where 
44  the  quantity  of  contagion  is  probably 
44  always  as  great  in  proportion  to  the 
44  number  of  inhabitants  as  in  London, 
44  they  have  been  obferved  to  return  every 
44  five  years.  In  Leyden,  the  time  of  their 
44  return  appears  to  be  the  fame.  In  Gro- 
44  ningen,  it  is  every  five  or  fix  years. 

44  In 
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i6  In  Switzerland  every  fix.  In  fome  parts 
iC  of  Norway,  every  feven ; in  others, 
“ every  ten  or  twelve , and  in  Bengal  every 
€C  feven  years 

Some  obfervations  on  this  quotation  fhall 
clofe  the  fubje£t. 

After  having  inferted  the  general  Bills  of 
Mortality  for  London,  it  would  have  been 
indifcreet  to  have  fixed  on  any  periodical 
return  of  this  difeafe,  becaufe  any  fuch  af- 
fertion  might  have  been  totally  confuted 
by  confulting  the  Bills,  and  yet  this  city 
above  all  others  fliould  feem  the  molt  pro* 
per  to  be  produced  in  point,  as  J believe 
there  is  not  another  where  a regifter  has 
been  kept  for  fo  many  years.  Why  the 
Hague,  when  only  fifteen  died  laft  year  of 
the  Small  Pox,  fhould  probably  have  as 
great  a proportion  of  contagion  as  London, 
where  there  died  1728,  the  Doftor  has  not 
explained;  but  that  Leyden  and  the  Hague 
fliould  be  affli&ed  with  this  difeafe  at  nearly 
the  fame  time,  feems  probable  from  the 
perpetual  communication  between  thefe 
very  confiderable  places  extending  the  con* 

* Examination,  See.  p.  44. 
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tagion.  In  Groningen,  where  five  or  fix 
years,  and  in  Norway,  where  feven,  ten, 
or  twelve,  are  the  periods  fixed,  there  is 
fufficient  latitude  to  give  a fair  chance  for 
gueffing  right.  But  from  what  authorities 
the  whole  extenfive  Province  of  Bengal, 
and  the  Seven  Cantons  of  Switzerland,  are 
abfolutely  fixed  at  fix  and  feven  years,  the 
Doctor  has  not  faid. 

I have  before  remarked  on  the  Dodtor’s 
mathematical  learning,  and  fhall,  in  the 
following  quotation,  exhibit  a curious  fpe- 
cimen  of  his  philofophical  reafoning. 

4 4 * It  is  an  axiom  in  philofophy,  that 
4<  the  fame  caufe  in  fimilar  circumftances 
44  will  always  produce  the  fame  effect ; and 
<4  further,  that  the  effedt  produced,  will  be 
64  greater  or  lefs,  as  the  energy  of  the  caufe 
44  is  increafed  or  diminilhed, 

44  Let  us  apply  this  to  the  bills  of  mor- 
44  tality.  Let  us  fee  whether  the  number 
44  of  deaths  by  the  Small  Pox  has  rifen  or 

* Examination,  8tc,  page  2 6. 
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44  fallen  in  proportion  as  Inoculation  has 
44  been  more  or  lefs  praftifed.  If  this 
44  fhould  be  the  cafe,  there  will  be  fome 
46  reafon  for  imputing  that  variation  to 
44  Inoculation  : but  if,  on  the  contrary, 
44  it  fhould  appear,  that  the  one  has  not 
44  corresponded  to  the  other,  it  will  be 
44  evident  that  the  increafe  of  mortality, 
44  and  the  pradbce  of  Inoculation,  are  not 
44  connected  -together  as  caiife  and  effect.” 

$ 

What  follows  is  too  long  to  be  inferted ; 
but  in  fupport  of  this  argument  the  Doc- 
tor proceeds  to  remarks  on  the  Bills  of 
mortality,  and  the  progrefs  of  Inoculation, 
and  he  {peaks  with  as  much  confidence  as 
if  he  had  been  himfelf  the  foie  Inoculator, 
or  an  actual  regifter  had  been  kept  of  the 
Inoculated— for  inftance  ; from  the  year 
1742  to  1748  he  lays  Inoculation  44  was. 
44  more  prevalent  than  it  had  ever  been 
44  before,”  and  that  the  44  fhare  which  the 
44  Small  Pox,  had  in  the  general  mortality, 
44  was  -reduced  from  the  proportion  of  one 
44  to  twelve  to  that  of  one  to  thirteen— 
44  again;  fince  the  year  1755,  according  to 
44  the  fame  mode  of  computation,  themor- 

M-  44  tality 
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6i  tality  of  the  Small  Pox,  compared  with, 
the  general  mortality,  has  been  aug- 
11 4 merited  to  the  proportion  of  one  to 
nine.— — —But  it  mud  be  remembered, 
that,  for  a cormderable  part  of  this 
66  time,  Inoculation,  though  much  prac- 
44  tiled  in  the  country  parts  of  England, 
66  made  no  progrefs  in  the  capital.” 


How  the  DoCtor  came  to  be  acquainted 
with  this  flu&uating  progrefs  of  Inocula- 
tion, he  has  not  informed  us.  He  cer- 
tainly could  know  nothing  of  the  matter 
himfelf,  nor  has  he  produced  any  authority 
for  the  affertion.  Yet  he,  with  great  eafe, 
wifhes  his  account  to  be  remembered, 
though  in  fad  it  was  never  known  by  any 
one,  nor  is  there,  nor  I believe  can  there 
be,  the  lead  authority  produced  in  fupport 
of  it.  The  truth  is,  that  no  regider  has 
been  kept  of  the  number  inoculated  in  or 
near  London,  nor  can  the  mod  experienced 
practitioner  form  any  conjectures  that  may 
be  relied  on.  Beiides,  does  not  the  Doctor 
know,  that  the  fatality  of  the  Small  Pox 
depends  lo  much  on  the  kind  which  pre- 
vails,. that  no  judicious  phyfician  will  pre- 
tend 
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tend  to  offer  as  a conclufive  argument  What 
may  have  been  the  cafe  at  any  one  period, 
although,  in  general,  an  eftimate  from 
what  has  happened  for  a number  of  years 
may  be  efleemed  the  beft  mode  of  judging 
on  the  fubject  ? 

But  in  the  next  paragraph  we  fliall  find 
the  point  given  up,  and  the  fine  axiom  of 
philofophy  overthrown  by  the  laws  of 
chance.  66  That  the  prevalence  of  Inocu^ 
66  lation,  and  the  increafed  mortality  of 
66  the  Small  Pox,  have  in  no  point  of  time 
66  coincided,  I do  not  mean  to  iiifinuate, 
66  According  to  the  laws  of  chance , this 
u mu  ft  fometimes  have  happened.  But  I 
66  contend,  that  the  great  irregularity  of 
64  their  coincidence  may  be  confide  red  as  a 
frefh  proof  that  the  one  is  not  the  caufe 
66  of  the  other.’5 

The  whole  of  pages  2 6,  27,  28,  29  will 
deferve  being  read  with  attention,  when  it 
will  be  found,  that  without  having  adduced 
a Angle  teftimony  or  argument  in  fupport  of 
his  aflertions,  the  Doftor,  with  the  mod 
happy  confidence,  concludes  in  thefe  words ; 
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44  Upon  this  fa£t  the  defence  of  Inocu- 
44  lation  againffc  the  charge  of  increafing 
44  the  mortality  of  the  Small  Pox,  might 
66  perhaps  be  fafely  refted ; but  I (hail 
44  add  to  it  another,  derived  likewife  from 
44  the  bills  of  mortality,  which  appears  to 
44  be  concruiive.” 

44  For  the  fa£l  alluded  to,  I am  indebted 
44  to  my  ingenious  friend  Dr.  James  Sims, 
44  who  has  very  obligingly  furnifhed  me 
44  with  it  from  the  materials  which  he  has 
44  collected  for  the  Hiftory  of  Inoculation. 
4 4 I fliall  Hate  it  in  his  own  words.” 

This  fa£l,  as  it  is  called,  confifts  of  feven 
pages  of  text  and  fix  of  tables. 

In  the  firft  part  the  charge  of  Inoculation 
having  contributed  to  fpread  the  Small  Pox  is 
Hated  from  other  writers,  after  which  the 
Dodtor  complains  of  unfair  practices  in  the 
following  words : 

44  The  reafon  why  the  above  objection 
44  has  not  hitherto  been  fatisfadtorily  an- 
44  fwered,  is  this ; thofe  who  have  at- 

44  tempted 
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tempted  it,  have  taken  the  Bills  of  mor- 
tality as  garbled , and  unfairly  fated  by 
the  Objectors  to  Inoculation , without  giv- 
ing; themfelves  the  trouble  of  further  ex- 

• > »» 
amination. 

66  The  circumftance  in  which  the  Ob- 
jectors have  dealt  unfairly  by  us  is,  that 
in  taking  the  medium  of  deaths  for  a 
certain  number  of  years  prior  to  the 
praCtice  of  Inoculation,  as  a fixed  ftan- 
dard,  they  have  not  once  hinted  that 
the  mortality  of  the  Small  Pox  had  in- 
creafed  in  the  fame  proportion  before, 
as  it  has  done  fince  the  introduction 
of  that  art ; and  by  prudently  publifh- 
ing  only  a part  of  the  Bills,  they  have 
given  us  no  opportunity  of  making  this 
difcovery.  PI  ad  they  given  the  whole 
of  the  Bills,  is  it  to  be  fuppofed,  that 
any  man  in  his  fenfes  would  have  joined 
with  them  in  blaming  Inoculation  for 
an  increafe,  which  commenced  ninety 
years  before  Inoculation  was  heard  of  in 
this  country,  and  continued  progreffive 
through  the  whole  of  that  period  ?” 

66 
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*4 1 fhall  not  pretend  to  fay  what  the  caufeg 
c6  are  which  have  produced  this  increafe  of 
44  mortality;  all  that  1 mean  to  aver  is, 
44  that  the  increafe  has  been  conftant  from 
44  the  firft  Bill,  wherein  the  difeafes  are 
44  fpecified,  to  almoft  the  prefent  day  ; I 
44  fay  almoft,  becaufe  for  the  laft  twelve 
44  years,  when,  I believe,  every  perfon 
44  will  allow  that  Inoculation  has  prevailed 
44  perhaps  ten  times  as  much  as  at  any' 
44  time  before,  a confiderable  decreafe  has 
44  taken  place.” 

v - - * 

44  That  I may,  however,  treat  the  rea- 

44  der  fairly,  I have  in  the  firft  of  the 
44  following  tables  given  every  Bill  of 
44  mortality  that  I could  procure,  and 
44  which  I have  the  utmoft  * reafon  to 
44  think  are  all  that  are  now  extant,  where- 
44  in  the  Small  Pox  is  diftinclly  fpecified.” 

44  Having  thefe  before  him,  if  I fhould 
44  draw  any  unjuft  conciufton,  he  will 
44  eafily  detect  the  error*  ” 

* A mode  of  exprefiion  which  implies  a diligent  re- 
fearch ; but  the  truth  is,  they  are  all  to  be  found  in  a 
Colledtion  of  Yearly  Bills  publifhed  in  1759,  with  many 
of  the  calculations  ready  made. 

The 
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The  remark,  that  the  deaths  by  Small 
Pox  have  been,  an  increafing  article,  the 
DoCtor  introduces  as  hi  s own  ; but  he  fhould 
have  acknowledged,  that  other  writers  had 
made  the  fame  before,  of  which  he  could 
fcarcely  be  ignorant,  as  he  is  well  acquainted 
with  the  writings  of  a Gentleman  who  I 
I have  already  mentioned,  in  whole  Me- 
dical Memoirs  the  lame  objection  may  he 
found ; but  without  the  addition  of  any 
impolite  reflection  on  ocher  writers,  which 
might  furely  have  been  ipared,  and  every 
advantage  taken  of  it  in  the  argument. 

The  fevere  reflections  of  garbling  and 
unfair  dealing  caft  on  all  Objectors  with- 
out diftinCtion  on  one  hand,  and  the  pro- 
feffions  of  his  own  fair-dealing  on  the  other, 
would,  I really  believe,  have  influenced 
me  to  pafs  his  account  as  current,  had  not 
my  attention  been  roufed  by  a lefs  credu- 
lous but  fhrewd  Oblerver  in  the  Gentle- 
man’s Magazine  of  June  Lift,  who  has  de- 
tected the  DoCtor  in  a notorious  falfity  in 
one  of  his  moil  pofitive  and  interefting  af- 
fertions. 


Your 
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44  Your  Correfpondent  (fays  this  writer) 
44  refers  to  the  tables,  of  Dr.  James  Sims, 
46  to  prove  that  the  mortality  of  the  Small 
44  Pox  is  at  this  time  decreaiing;”  and  Dn 
Sims  fays  (page  33  of  the  Examination ) 
4 that  for  the  laft  twelve  years,  when  I 
4 believe  every  perfon  will  allow  that 
4 Inoculation  has  prevailed  perhaps  ten 
4 times  as  much  as  at  any  time  before,  a 
4 confiderable  decrease  has  taken  place.9 
44  Now  it  happens  rather  unfortunately* 
44  that  on  calling  up  the  numbers  as  they 
44  hand  in  Dr.  Sims’s  table,  page  38  (or 
44  rather  as  they  fhould  Hand,  for  they  are 
44  not  corredily  printed)  for  the  laft  twelve 
46  years,  when  Inoculation  has  fo  much  pre- 
44  vailed , the  whole  number  of  deaths- ap- 
44  pears  to  be  267,608,  and  thofe  by  the 
44  Small  Pox  27,569,  which  is  103  in 
44  1000;  whereas  the  whole  number  of 
44  deaths  for  the  twelve  years  immediate- 
44  ly  preceding  is  259,8 18.,  and  by  the 
44  Small  Pox  26,313,  that  is  only  101 
44  in  1000.” 

Here  you  fee  it  is  evident,  that  not-, 
withftanding  Inoculation  has  prevailed, 

there 
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there  has  been  an  increafe  of  deaths,  and 
of  courfe  the  argument  is  inverted,  and 
makes  ftrongly  againft  the  Dodtor. 

This  difcovery  occafioned  my  examining 
all  the  other  tables,  which  I found  fo  cu- 
rioufly  conftrudted  as  to  deferve  being  re- 
printed, without  which  it  would  be  hardly 
poffible  to  convey  a perfedt  idea  of.  the 
compiler’s  management;  and  I am  the 
more  ftimulated  to  this,  becaufe  Dr.  Wat-* 
kinfon  had  exultingly  declared,  page  26, 
that  he  would  meet  the  anti-inoculifts  on 
the  ground  on  which  they  had  hitherto 
thought  themfelves  fecure  of  vidtory,  which 
he  explains  to  be  the  Bills  of  Mortality,, 


N 


Table 
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Table  I. 


■ fear. 

Total  of 
Deaths, 

Deaths 

by 

Small 

Pox. 

In 

1000 

Year. 

Total  of 
Deaths. 

Deaths 

by 

Small 

Pox. 

In 

1000 

1629 

8771 

72 

8 

1671 

15729 

696 

44 

1630 

i°J54 

40 

3 

72 

18230 

II  l6 

61 

31 

8562 

58 

7 

73 

I75°4 

853 

49 

32 

9535 

531 

55 

74 

2 1201 

25°7 

118 

33 

8392 

72 

8 

75 

17244 

997 

58 

34 

10400 

1354 

130 

76 

18732 

359 

x9 

35 

10561 

293 

28 

77 

I9067 

1678 

88 

3^ 

23359 

127 

5 

78 

20678 

1798 

87 

1 47 

14059 

139 

10 

79 

2173° 

1967 

91 

1 48 

9894 

400 

40 

1680 

21053 

689 

33 

I 49 

10566 

1190 

112 

81 

2397I 

2982 

125 

|i65° 

8764 

184 

21 

82 

2069I 

1408 

68  1 

1 51 

10827 

525 

48 

83 

20587 

2096 

102 

52 

12569 

1279 

102 

84 

23202 

1560 

7 

53 

10087 

i39 

13 

85 

23222 

2496 

107 

54 

J324? 

812 

61 

1686 

22609 

1062 

47 

55 

i 1357 

1294 

1 14 

1701 

20471 

io95 

S3 

56 

13921 

823 

59 

02 

I9481 

311 

16 

57 

12434 

835 

67 

03 

20720 

898 

43 

58 

H993 

4°9 

27 

04 

22684 

1501 

66, 

,59 

14756 

*523 

103 

05 

22O97 

1095 

5° 

1060 

15118 

354 

23 

06 

19847 

721 

36 

61 

1977s 

1246 

63 

07 

21600 

IO78 

5° 

62 

26554 

7 68 

46 

08 

21291 

I687 

79 

63 

25356 

411 

27 

°9 

21800 

1024 

47 

6/ 

18297 

I233 

67 

1710 

2462O 

3*38 

127 

65 

97306 

65S 

6 

1 1 

!9833 

9*5 

46 

6£ 

12738 

38 

3 

12 

21198 

1943 

92 

67 

15842 

II96 

75 

I3 

21057 

1614 

77 

68 

17278 

1987 

“5 

14 

26569 

2810 

106 

69 

19432 

951 

49 

15 

22232 

1057 

48 

167c 

20198 

1465 

72 

16 

24436 

2427 

22 
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Table  I.  continued 


Year. 

Total  of 
Deaths. 

Deaths 

by 

Small 

Pox. 

In 

1000 

Year. 

Total  of  | 
Deaths,  j 

Deaths 

by 

Small 

Pox. 

In 

1000 

1717 

23446 

2211 

94 

1 747 

25494 ! 

138° 

54 

18 

26523 

1884 

7 1 

48 

23869 : 

1789 

75 

19 

28347 

3229 

1 14 

49 

25516 

2625 

102 

1720 

25454 

I44O 

57 

1750 

23727  i 

1229 

51 

21 

26142 

2 37  5 

91 

5 1 

21028  j 

998 

47 

22 

2575° 

2167 

84 

52 

20485 | 

3538 

172 

23 

29197 

327i 

112 

53 

1 9a  7 6 { 

774 

40 

24 

25952 

1227 

47 

54 

22696 

2359 

i°3 

25 

25523 

3188 

I25 

55 

21917 

1988 

90 

26 

29647 

1569 

53 

5^ 

20872 

1 608 

77 

27 

284I8 

23  79 

83 

57 

21313 

3296 

*54 

28 

27810 

2105 

75 

5s 

*7576 

1273 

72 

29 

29722 

2849 

95 

59 

1 9604 

2596 

132  > 

1730 

26761 

1914 

71 

1760 

1983° 

2187 

1 10 

31 

25262 

2640 

104 

61 

21063 

*525 

V- 

32 

2335s 

1197 

51 

62 

26326 

2743 

104 

33 

29233 

*37° 

46 

63 

26143 

3582 

| *37 

34 

26o62 

2688 

103 

64 

23202 

2382 

102 

35 

23538 

1594 

67 

65 

23230 

2498 

107 

36 

27581 

3014 

109 

66 

23911 

2334 

97 

37 

27823 

2084 

74 

67 

22612 

2188 

96 

38 

25825 

1590 

61 

68 

23639 

3028 

128 

39 

25432 

1690 

66 

69 

21847 

1968 

9° 

1740 

30811 

2725 

88 

1770 

22434 

1 986 

88 

* 41 

32169 

*977 

61 

71 

2I78O 

1660 

76 

42 

27483 

!429 

52 

72 

26053 

3992 

153 

43 

25200 

2029 

80 

73 

2I656 

'039 

4 s 

44 

20606 

1633 

79 

74 

2 0384 

2479 

1 1 8 

45 

21296 

1206 

56 

75 

20514 

2669 

13c 

46 

28157 

3236 

1 14 

76 

I9O48 

1 728 

9c 

N 2 By 
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By  the  firfl  table  a general  view  of  the 
increafe  of  Small  Pox  and  other  diforders 
may  be  obferved,  and  any  one  difpofed  to 
am ufe  or  inform  himfelf  may  make  what 
divifions  and  calculations  he  pleafes. 

But  it  fhould  be  obferved,  that  in  the 
Bills  of  Mortality  from  1629  to  3686, 
both  inclufive,  the  name  of  Small  Pox  is 
not  to  be  found  Jingly , as  flated  by  the 
Dodlor;  but  inflead  thereof — Flox  and 
Small  Pox  — from  1687  to  1700  the 
title  is  - — Flox,  SmallPox,  and  Meafels ; 
(this  period  of  fourteen  years  is  not  in- 
ferted  in  the  Table);  1701  flands  alia 
Flox  and  Small  Pox  — from  this  laft  date 
to  the  prefent  the  title  is,  Small  Pox  only* 

It  fhould  alfo  be  remarked,  that  from 
1629  to  1680,  both  inclufive,  Plague  is 
to  be  found  in  every  Bill  except  one,  and 
in  this  period  there  died  of  this  difeafe  only 
87157*  This  definitive  diforder,  lefs 
known  to  later  times,  mufl  certainly  diflurh 
the  proportion  of  deaths  as  compared  in  diffe- 
rent periods,  and  to  this  mufl  be  added  the 
defolating  calamities  of  Civil  War  and  fluc- 
tuation 
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tuation  of  inhabitancy  occafioned  thereby 
during  that  time;  and  from  thefe  accidents 
it  is  evident,  that  the  value  of  calculations 
founded  on  the  experience  of  thofe  years 
will  be  greatly  leflened.  Thefe  obferva- 
tions  are  proper  to  be  taken  into  accounts, 
and  are  fufficient  to  induce  me  to  think, 
that  it  may  be  mod  fatisfadlory  to  begin 
with  the  prefent  century.  However,  I do  * 
not  deny,  that  Small  Pox  has  been  an  in- 
creafing  article  before  the  commencement 
of  Inoculation  ; yet  not  regularly  progref- 
five,  as  has  been  aflerted,  which  may  be 
obferved  by  confulting  Table  I. 
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Table  II 


s " 

Containing  Periods  of 
4 Years. 

Beginning  at  1632. 

By  Dr.  Watkinfon. 


Concluding  Year 
of  each  Period. 

Annual  Medium 
of  Total  Deaths. 

Annual  Medium 
of  Deaths  by 
Small  Pox. 

•OOOI  UJ 

1632 

9355 

175 

*9 

1636 

13200 

461 

35 

<630 

10820 

478 

44 

1654 

11682 

688 

58 

1658 

I3I76 

840 

63 

1662 

16549 

9 72 

58 

1 666 

35924 

584 

16 

1670 

18187 

1399 

7 6 

1674 

x 8 1 66 

1293 

7> 

1678 

18930 

1 208 

63 

1682 

21861 

1761 

80 

1686 

22405 

l452 

64 

1704 

20839 

951 

45 

1708 

21208 

1 1 45 

53 

1712 

21862 

1755 

75 

1716 

23573 

*977 

83 

1720 

2594I 

2191 

80 

1724 

26760 

2260 

84 

1728 

27849 

2310 

83 

1732 

26275 

2150 

81 

i?36 

26603 

2166 

81 

i74° 

27472 

2022 

73 

J744 

26364 

1767 

67 

1748 

24704 

1901 

76 

1752 

22689 

2097 

92 

1756 

2 1 190 

1682 

79 

1760 

I9580 

2338 

119 

1 764 

24183 

2558 

I05 

1768 

23348 

251 2 

107 

!772 

| 23028 

2401 

104 

,1776 

! 20525 

1978 

96 

j ~ 1 « ..  .. 


Containing  Periods  of 
4 Years. 

Beginning  at  1776. 

By  Baron  Dimfdale. 


Concluding  Year 
of  each  Period. 

Annual  Medium 
of  Total  Deaths. 

Annual  Medium 
of  Deaths  by 
Small  Pox. 

0 

0 

0 

N* 

6 
t— I 

t 

1704 

20839 

951 

45 

I 708 

21208 

1145 

53 

1712 

21862 

*755 

75 

1716 

23573 

1977 

83 

I72O 

25941 

2I9I 

80 

1724 

26760 

2260 

84 

1728 

27849 

2310 

83 

!732 

26275 

2150 

81 

!?36 

26603 

2166 

81 

1740 

27472 

2022 

73 

*744 

26364 

1767 

67 

1748 

24704 

I90I 

76 

!752 

22689 

2097 

92 

1756 

21  190 

1682 

79 

1760 

19580 

2338 

1 *9 

1764 

24183 

2558 

105 

1768 

23348 

2512 

107 

1772 

23028 

2401 

104 

1776 

20525 

1978 

96 
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Table  III. 


Containing  Periods  of 
8 Years. 

Beginning  at  163d. 
By  Dr.  Watkinfon. 

Containing  Periods  of 
8 Years. 

Beginning  at  1776. 
By  Baron  Dimfdale. 

Concluding  Year 
of  each  Period. 

Annual  Medium 
of  Total  Deaths. 

Annual  Medium 
ot  Deaths  by 
Small  Pox. 

© 1 

O 

O 

O 

>-t 

3 

b-t 

Concluding  Year 
of  each  Period. 

Annual  Medium 
! of  Total  Deaths. 

Annual  Medium 
of  Deaths  by 
Small  Pox. 

• 

0 

0 

0 

M 

SS  L 

1636 

U277 

318 

28 

1654 

II251 

583 

51 

1662 

14862 

906 

60 

1670 

27°55 

991 

36 

1678 

18548 

1250 

67 

l 

1686 

22133 

1606 

72 

1708 

21023 

1048 

49 

1 7°4 

21622 

1201 

55 

1716 

22717 

1809 

79 

1712 

21535 

I45° 

6 7 

1724 

26350 

2225 

84 

1720 

24758 

2084 

84 

1732 

27062 

2230 

82 

1728 

27304 

2285 

83 

1740 

27037 

2094 

77 

1736 

26439 

2158 

8l 

1748 

25534 

i834 

71 

1744 

26918 

1894 

70 

1756 

21939 

I889 

86 

1752 

23696 

2000 

84 

1764 

21881 

2448 

112 

1760 

20385 

2010 

98  j 

1772 

23188 

2456 

105 

1768 

23765 

2535 

106 

1*776 

20525 

1978 

96 

1776 

21777 

2190 

IOO 

Ta?ie 
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Table  IV. 


Containing  Periods  of 
12  Years. 

Beginning  at  1650. 
By  Dr.  Watkinfon. 

Containing  Periods  of 
12  Years. 

Beginning  at  1776. 
By  Baron  Dimfdale. 

Concluding  Year 
of  each  Period. 

Annual  Medium 
of  Total  Deaths. 

Annual  Medium 
of  Deaths  by 
Small  Pox. 

• 

O 

O 

O 

m' 

a 

H* 

Concluding  Year 
of  each  Period. 

Annual  Medium 
of  Total  Deaths. 

Annual  Medium 
of  Deaths  by 
Small  Pox. 

•0001  uj 

1650 

1 1 125 

37* 

33 

1662 

13802 

833 

60 

1674 

24092 

1092 

45 

1686 

21065 

*473 

69 

1 

1712 

21303 

1246 

58 

1704 

2 1701 

1388 

63 

1724 

25424 

2142 

84 

1716 

22215 

1625 

73 

1736 

26909 

2208 

82 

1728 

26850 

2253 

83 

1748 

26180 

I896 

72 

1740 

26784 

2112 

78 

I 760 

21153 

2039 

96 

1752 

24585 

1922 

78 

1772 

235*9 

2490 

IO5 

1764 

21651 

2192 

IOI 

1776 

20525 

197S 

96 

1776 

22300 

2297  IIO3 

Table  V. 


Containing  Periods  of 
16  Years.  - 
Beginning  at  1654. 

Containing  Periods  of 
16  Years. 

Beginning  at  17 76. 

.1654 

1670 

1686 

1716 

*73^ 

1748 

1764 

1776 

•1 12 14 
20958 
20540 
21870 
26706 
26285 
21910 
22300 

45° 

948 

1428 

1428 

2227 

1969 

2168 

2297 

40 

45 

70 

65 

83 

74 

98 

103 

17  I 2j2  I 578 
I7282603I 
1744*26679 
| 176022041 

1 I7762277I 

1326 

2184 

2026 

2005 

2362 

6l 

83 

75 

99 

103 
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Table  VI. 


Containing  Periods  of 
20  Years. 

Beginning  at  1658. 
By  Dr.  Watkinfon. 

Containing  Periods  of 
20  Years. 

Beginning  at  177 6. 
By  Baron  Dimfdale. 

Concluding  Year 
of  each  Period. 

Annual  Medium 
of  Total  Deaths. 

Annual  Medium 
of  Deaths  by 
Small  Pox. 

• 

O 

O 

O 

t-t 

C5 
t— 1 

Concluding  Year 
of  each  Period, 

Annual  Medium 
[ of  Total  Deaths. 

Annual  Medium 
of  Deaths  by 
Small  Pox. 

0 

0 

0 

ft 

fl 

1-1 

1658 

11637 

528 

45 

1678 

21551 

IO91 

50 

1712 

21635 

1390 

64 

1732 

26080 

2177 

83 

1716 

17496 

1165 

66 

1752 

25566 

199° 

78 

1736 

26686 

2215 

83 

1772 

22265 

2298 

103 

1756 

24484 

1894 

77 

1776 

20525 

1978 

96 

1776 

22133 

2357 

106 

Ta  b l e VII. 


Containing  Periods  of 
24  Years. 

Beginning  at  1662. 

Containing  Periods  of 
24  Years. 

Beginning  at  17  76. 

1662 

12463 

602 

48 

1686 

22578 

1282 

56 

t?24 

23363 

1694 

72 

1704 

20064 

1344 

67 

1748 

26544 

2052 

77 

1728 

24532 

1939 

79 

1772 

22336 

2269 

101 

1752 

25684 

2017 

78 

1776 

20525 

1978 

96 

12,76 

21976 

224.S 

102 

O 


Table 
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Table  VIII. 

Containing  the  Medium  of  the  Iaft  Years  Bills  of 
Mortality,  compared  with  that  of  the  fame  Number 
Years  immediately  preceding,  in  a regularly 
increafing  Series. 


Concluding  Year 
of  each  Period. 

Annual  Medium 
of  Total  Deaths. 

Annual  Medium 
of  Deaths  by 
Small  Pox. 

0 

0 

0 

G 

HH 

Length  of  the  Periods. 

* . * ^ . 

'776 

[775 

19048 

20514 

1728 

2669 

90 
I 30 

One  Year  each. 

1776 

'774 

19781 

21270 

2198 

1759 

III 

82 

Two  Years  each. 

1776 

'773 

20148 

23i63 

2-292 

223O 

113 

90 

Three  Years  each. 

1776 

1772 

20525 

23028 

1978 

2401 

96 

104 

Four  Years  each. 

«r 

1776 

'77' 

21631 

22262 

2381 

2166 

1 10 

97 

Five  Years  each. 

1776 

*77° 

21655 

22945 

2261 
2 3 3 3 

104 

101 

Six  Years  each. 

1776 

1769 

21481 

23512 

222 1 
2568 

103 

109 

Seven  Years  each. 

1776 

1768 

21777 

2190 

2535 

100 

106 

Eight  Years  each. 

1776 

1767 

21983 

22880 

2283 
2 55  9 

103 

HI 

Nine  Years  each. 

-776 

1766 

. 

22045 

22219 

2273 

2441 

103 

109 

Ten  Years  each. 

1765 

’ 22216 
21916 

2277 

2334 

102 

106 

Eleven  Years  each. 

Thus  far  Dr.  Watkinfon. 
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Table  VIII.  continued  to  20  Years. 
By  Baron  Dimfdale. 


Concluding  Year 
of  each  Period, 

Annual  Medium 
of  Total  Deaths. 

Annua'  Medium 
of  Deaths  by 
Small  Pox. 

0 

0 

0 

I-. 

a 

t-i 

length  of  the  Periods. 

i?76 

'764 

22300 

21651 

2297 

2192 

IO3 

10! 

Twelve  Years  each.  j 

1776 

1763 

22370 
2 1394 

2304 

2189 

102 

102 

Thirteen  Years  each. 

1776 

1762 

22639 

21516 

2395 

2052 

IO5 

95 

Fourteen  Years  each. 

1776 

I76l 

22885 

21619 

2418 

I944 

105 

89 

Fifteen  Years  each. 

1776 

I760 

22771 

22041 

2363 

2005 

103 

90 

Sixteen  Years  each. 

1776 

1759 

22598 

22272 

2352 

1973 

104 

88 

Seventeen  Years  each. 

t776 

1758 

22432 

23260 

2365 

*9°9 

105 

82 

Eighteen  Years  each. 

1776 

'757 

22176 

24O7O 

2308 

*974 

104 

82 

Nineteen  Years  each. 

1776 

1756 

22133 

24484 

2357 

1894 

106 

77 

Twenty  Years  each.  j 

Q % The. 
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The  other  leven  tables  are  well  de» 
ferving  particular  attention  ; the  fix  firft  are 
in  periods  of  4,  8,  12,  16,  20  and  24 
years. 

The  Dodlor  has  chofen  to  begin  with  4 
years  for  obvious  reafons ; it  happens  indeed  to 
be  a very  fortunate  period,  as  the  preceding 
year  1772  had  been  very  fatal,  and  of  courfe 
it  made  room  for  more  favourable  fucceeding 

ones. In  the  laid  4 years  we  find  only 

96  in  1000,  whereas  if  he  had  gone  pne 
year  back  and  made  a table  of  5 years,  the 
proportion  would  have  been  1 10  to  1000; 
this  would  not  have  anfwered  the  DoCtor’s 
purpofe  : but  further  advantages  will  alfo 
be  found  to  be  derived  from  thefe  feleCted 
4 years  in  the  fucceeding  tables. 

The  whole  number  of  years  from  1629 
to  1 7 7 6 (omitting  the  1 4 years  where  Small 
Pox  is  confounded  with  Mealies,  and  alfo 
the  intermediate  years  between  1636  and 
1647,  which  are  omitted  in  the  Collection 
of  Bills  before-mentioned)  is  1 24 ; this 
makes  31  periods  of  4 years  each,  and 
coippofes  the  fecond  table. 
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The  third  table  contains  periods  of  8 
years.  It  cannot  be  doubted  but  that  a 
writer  who  was  defirous  of  exhibiting  a true 
comparative  ft  ate  of  what  had  palled  of  late 
years,  would  have  began  his  periods  from 
the  lateft  date,  but  that  would  not  have 
fuited  the  argument,  as  will  be  more  parti- 
cularly obferved* 

8 times  1 5 make  1 20  ; fo  this  fortunate 
4 years  is  ftill  placed  in  a conspicuous 
point  of  view. 

The  fourth  table,  confiding  of  periods 
of  1 2 years,  anfwers  the  fame  purpofe  as 
the  former. 

10  times  12  is  120  ; the  4 years  re- 
main as  before 

The  fifth  table  of  16  years  is  rather  un- 
traftable ; for  here  7 times  1 6 making  in, 
the  lateft  period  confifts  of  1 2 years,  and 
is  confiderably  higher  than  any  other* 

But  the  fixth  table  of  20  years  favours 
the  DoTor’s  purpofe  again;  6 times  20  is 

1 20, 
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120,  and  the  chofen  period  of  4 years  ap- 
pears again. 

The  feventh  table  of  24  years  prefents 
the  fame  delufive  appearance.  5 times  24 
makes  120;  and  the  lucky  remainder  of 
four  years  brings  up  the  rear  as  before. 

Upon  reviewing  thefe  tables  it  will  appear, 
that  in  every  one  except  the  fifth  the  Doc- 
tor has  artfully  availed  himfelf  of  the  laft 
four  years,  which  he  has  placed  at  the  end 
of  the  periods  of  8,  12,  20,  and  24  years, 
without  making  the  leaft  acknowledgment, 
or  informing  the  reader  that  the  laft  period 
was  incomplete,  and  by  this  artifice  any  one 
who  ftiould  curforily  perufe  the  book  might 
be  led  into  the  miftaken  fuppofition,  that 
the  Small  Pox  had  declined  in  the  manner 
thefe  delufive  tables  reprefent,  and  the  Doc-< 
tor  has  aflerted. 

The  eighth  table  confifts  of  comparative 
periods  of  1 , 2,  3,  4,  5,  6,  7,  8,  9,  10,  1 1 
years  ; but  here  it  muft  be  obferved,  the 
Dodtor  has  fhifted  his  ground,  and  begins 
with  the  laft  Bill  of  Mortality,  for  which, 

he 


he  fays,  there  are  obvious  reafons ; but  as 
he  has  not  hinted  at  what  they  are,  I will 
venture  to  fuppofe  they  were  becaufe  the 
fame  friendly  four  years  might  be  again 
worked  to  his  advantage  : but  why  he  flops 
in  this  la  ft  table  at  1 1 years,  inftead  of 
continuing  it  to  a greater  number,  as  in  the 
former,  may  feem  extraordinary,  more  ef- 
pecially  as  he  had  before  allured  us,  that 
44  for  the  l aft  twelve  years  a conftderable  de- 
44  creafe  had  taken  place  * ; and  alfo,  that 
44  fmaller  periods  partake  of  the  yearly  in- 
44  equality;’5  and  the  whole  dependence  of 
the  proof,  46  that  the  Small  Pox  does  not 
44  deftroy  fo  many  now  as'  formerly,”  is 
now  placed  Upon  the  larger  divifions. 

Yet  for  this  manoeuvre,  ftrange  as  it  ap- 
pears, an  obvious  reafon  may  be  affigned ; 
for  by  continuing  the  comparifon  the  Doc- 
tor’s own  pofition  would  have  made  again  ft 
him,  as  will  appear  by  the  additions  I have 
made  to  his  8th  table,  which  will  detect 
the  fophiftry  of  his  argument. 

The  reader  is  requefted  to  inlpeft  all  the 
tables  now  inferted,  where  he  will  find 
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thofe  in  Dr.  Watkinfon’s  pamphlet  exa&ly 
copied,  and  tables  of  the  lame  periods,  but 
beginning  with  the  lateft  date,  placed  oppo- 
lite  to  them,  and  he  will  then  judge  for 
himfelf  on  whom  to  fix  the  charge  of  gar- 
bling and  unfair  dealing - — — 

I now  take  my  leave  of  Dr.  James  Sims, 
and  hope  that  an  attention  to  the  Remarks 
here  made  will  enable  him  to  improve  his 
Hiftory  of  Inoculation,  of  which  it  feems 
the  Tables  and  his  obfervations  on  them 
were  to  have  been  a part. 

* 

After  the  tables,  the  caules  to  which  the 
increafing  mortality  of  the  Small  Pox  is  to 
be  afcribed  are  taken  into  confideration,  the 
principal  of  which  he  is  inclined  to  believe 
will  be  found  in  the  more  frequent  concur- 
rence of  variolous  Epidemics;  yet  thinks 
it  an  inquiry  that  cannot  be  profecuted 
with  any  probability  of  fuccefs  at  prefent. 

In  the  next  page  we  find  this  paragraph, 
“ But  whatever  may  be  the  caufe  of  the 
44  increafe  in  quefion , the  only  means  of 

counteracting  its  operation,  which  ap- 

44  pears 
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cc  pears  to  be  adequate  and  practicable,  is 
66  a more  general  Inoculation.  T’he  efficacy 
u of  which  is  plainly  evinced  by  the  influence 
tc  that  this  practice  even  in  its  prefent  Jlate 
46  feems  to  have  had  on  the  Bills  of  Mart  a- 
“ lity Now,  to  my  underftanding  there 
feems  an  evident  contradiction  in  thefe  pa- 
ragraphs; the  increaflng  mortality  of  the 
Small  Pox  is  allowed  in  the  former,  and 
yet  in  the  laid.  Inoculation  is  aflerted  to 
have  had  a favourable  influence  on  the  Bills 
of  Mortality.  To  the  Tables  let  us  appeal 
to  fee  which  is  true. 

About  half  a page  only  is  afforded  to 
recommend  the  inftitution  for  inoculating 
the  Poor  of  London  at  their  own  houfes, 
which,  he  fays,  has  been  ftigmatized  as 
being  mifchievous  and  fraught  with  very 
dangerous  confequences  to  the  Commu- 
nity. Inftead  of  complaining  in  this  man- 
ner, I with  a little  of  his  time  had  been 
employed  to  clear  the  Inftitution  from  thefe 
afperlions ; but  as  it  is  left  undone,  and 
many  may  be  defirous  to  know  what  that 
charge  was,  I fhall  re-publifh  part  of  the 
offeniive  Chapter  in  the  Appendix ; and  if 

P the 
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the  Doftor  fhould  publifh  a fecond  Exami- 
nation, I would  recommend  to  him  to  an- 
fwer  thefe  Objections,  and  defend  the  In- 
troduction and  the  Plan,  &c.  from  the  Re- 
marks made  on  it ; and  if  he  could  at  the 
fame  time  produce  the  Opinions  of  fome 
difmterefted  eminent  Phyficians  in  the  city 
to  countenance  his  arguments,  they  would 
tend  greatly  to  the  fupport  of  theDifpenfary. 

The  'Examination  now  finifties  in  the  fol- 
lowing unfriendly  manner  : 

s 

44  The  clamours  of  prejudice,  envy,  and 
44  felf-intereft  will,  for  a time,  engage  the 
46  public  ear ; but  I truft,  that  the  voice 
46  of  truth  and  juftice,  of  humanity  and 
44  found  policy,  will  at  length  prevail; 
46  that  the  Practice  of  Inoculation  will  be- 
44  come  univerfal,  and  the  mortality  of  the 
66  Small  Pox  be  nearly  annihilated.” 

Prejudice , envy,  and  felf-interejl  are  bit- 
ter words,  particularly  the  laft,  which  in- 
deed has  fometimes  blinded  perfons,  fo  as 
to  make  them  inattentive  to  the  fufferings 
of  others.  The  Dottor  has  not,  nor  will  I, 

drop 
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drop  the  leaft  hint  to  whom  thefe  fevere 
reflections  are  applicable. 

In  the  preface  Dr.  W.  has  maintained^ 
that  if  from  the  extenfion  of  the  praClice  an 
increafe  of  the  mortality  is  to  be  appre- 
hended, he  does  not  fee  on  what  principle 
either  of  humanity  or  policy,  the  further 
rife  of  it  can  be  juftified  here  ; and  indeed 
throughout  his  whole  Treatife  there  appears 
an  evident  defign  to  confound  the  practice 
of  Inoculation  as  cautioujly  conduced  with 
the  general  method  propoled  by  the  inftitu- 
tion  ; as  if  there  was  no  difference  between 
the  humane  care  of  Profeffor  Schwencke 
and  Dr.  Sulzer,  who  ufe  every  means  to 
fecure  their  patients  from  fpreading  the 
infeCtion,  and  the  rafh  pradice  of  thofe 
who  profefs  to  inoculate  all  that  are  recom- 
mended, and  allow  of  their  mixing  with 
others  who  have  not  had  the  diftemper. 

I have  the  honour  to  agree  perfectly  with 
the  two  learned  Phyficians  above  quoted,  in 
the  manner  of  treating  patients,  and  not 
having  the  leaft  reafon  to  alter  my  opinion 
huge  the  publication  of  my  thoughts  on 

P z general 
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general  and  partial  Inoculation I fhall  in-* 
fert  the  conclufion  of  one  of  thole  chapters* 
in  which,  after  having  proved  by  a number 
of  in  fiances  that  the  diflemper  had  been 
Ip  read  by  the  inoculated,  it  concludes* 
44  Having  confidered  the  fubjedt  as  fully 
46  as  1 am  able,  it  fhall  be  left  to  the  confi- 
46  deration  of  the  public  without  any  com- 
44  merit;  only  entreating  every  family  that 
44  may  inoculate,  to  be  extremely  careful, 
44  and  ufe  every  poffible  precaution  to  pre- 
44  vent  fpreading  the  infedtion  during  the  ill- 
64  nefs,  and  to  be  alfo  particularly  attentive, 
44  that  all  furniture  and  cloaths  be  well 
44  aired.  The  perfons  concerned  in  ino- 
64  culating  fhould  on  their  parts  take  great 
44  care  that  they  do  not  contribute  to  the 
44  mifchief. 

44  If  flridl  attention  is  paid  to  thefe  par- 
44  ticulars,  it  may  be  reafonably  hoped, 
44  that  the  only  remaining  objedtion  to 
4,4  the  practice  of  Inoculation  in  London 
44  among  perfons  of  condition,  may  be 
44  much  weakened,  if  not  entirely  re- 
44  moved  5 


* Page  2 6, 
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But  one  argument  that  has  originated 
Cnee  the  publication  of  the  Examination 
ftill  remains  to  be  confidered. 

In  the  Doctor’s  Note  in  anfwer  to  one 
of  mine  % it  will  be  found,  that  notwith- 
ftanding  the  infinuations  he  has  made  and 
the  authorities  which  he  has  produced  to 
weaken  the  opinion,  that  the  inoculated 
Small  Pox  was  infectious,  he  fays,  “ that 
“ the  contagion  of  the  Small  Pox  may  be 
66  propagated  by  Inoculation  Dr.  W.  has 
never  entertained  a doubt ; but  as  fuck 
66  inftances  have  not  often  occurred,  he  is 
convinced,  that  the  fum  of  the  good  pro- 
6 6 duced  by  Inoculation  is  jar  greater  than 
that  of  the  evil” 

Had  the  difpute  been  concerning  the 
difeafe  of  the  horned  cattle,  or  any  other 
diiorder  among  brute  animals,  I would 
mo  ft  willingly  attend  to  what  he  has  laid 
on  the  fubjedl ; but  in  the  prefent  inftance 
it  fhocks  my  humanity  too  much.  Can  a 
man  be  fo  unfeeling  as  to  reafon  cooly  on 
the  fum  of  the  good  and  evil  produced, 

* Page  6 i. 
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where  the  lives  of  fellow-mortals,  equally 
precious  to  the  poor  as  the  rich,  are  the 
objedls  ? 

It  will  be  better  to  ftate  a cafe  which 
would  moft  affuredly  happen,  if  it  has  not 
already,  in  the  general  Inoculations  as 
praftifed  in  the  manner  recommended  by 
Dr.  Watkinfon. 

Suppofe  a life  or  lives  to  be  loft  by  the 
natural  Small  Pox,  caught  from  fome  of 
thefe  poor  inoculated  patients  having  inter- 
mixed with,  their  neighbours,  and  that  a 
father  or  mother  in  the  anguifh  of  their 
hearts  fhould  reproach  the  author  of  their 
milery  with  the  lofs.  — Would  it  footh 
their  grief  or  allay  their  refentment,  to  ah- 
fwer — You  muftbear  this  with  patience— 
fixty  perfons  have  been  inoculated  and  are 
recovered  ; it  is  poffible  nine  or  ten  of  thefe 
would  have  died,  had  they  caught  the  na- 
tural difeafe ; you  have  loft  only  one  or 
two,  the  fum  of  the  good  to  the  public 
has  been  greater  than  that  of  the  evil  ; 
attend  to  this  reafoning  and  ceafe  com-* 
plaining. 


Having 
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Having  now  made  the  obfervations  and 
remarks  that  I thought  of  confequence  on 
the  Plan  of  the  Society  for  Inoculating  the 
the  Poor  at  their  own  houfes,  and  on  Dr. 
W.’s  Examination  in  defence  of  it,  and 
having  produced  leveral  recent  inftances  of 
the  infectious  ftate  of  inoculated  patients,  to 
which  many  more  might  be  added,  they  fhall 
be  left  to  the  confideration  of  the  Public  : 
but  if  the  DoCtor  fhould  inflexibly  perlift 
in  the  fame  opinion,  and  continue  to  folicit 
fubfcriptions,  I hope  what  I now  propofe 
will  be  deemed  a reafonable  teft  of  his 
fincerity, 

I p relume  that  Dr.  Watkinfon  has  among 
his  friends  and  acquaintance  perfons  of  con- 
liderable  fafhion  ; let  him  perfuade  fome  of 
thefe  to  permit  an  intercourfe  between  his 
inoculated  patients  and  their  own  families 
of  children,  or  unhealthy  perfons.  The 
example  of  the  Rich  is  generally  followed 
by  the  Poor  molt  willingly,  and  the  in- 
tereft  of  his  favourite  fcheme  will  be  greatly 
advanced  by  a publication  of  inftances  of 
this  kind, 
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Until  he  is  able  to  do  this,  let  him  not 
dare  to  violate  the  firft  and  greateft  moral 
Precept — Do  not  unto  others,  what  you 
would  not  that  they  ihould  do  unto  you — 
And  this  Precept  Ihould  alfo  be  well  confi- 
dered  by  fuch  who  are  folicited  to  contri- 
bute to  the  fupport  of  the  Plan. 


Mifcel-j 
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Mifeellaneous  Reflexions. 

THAT  the  Small  Pox  has  been  an 
increafing  diftemper  from  the  com- 
mencement of  the  Bills  of  Mortality,  tho9 
not  regularly,  no  one  will  deny  who  in- 
fpects  the  firft  ufeful  Table  ; and  although 
this  may  appear  ftrange,  I think  it  may  be 
accounted  for  by  the  following  reafons  : 

ifh  The  little  care  which  has  been 
taken  to  prevent  the  communication 
between  thofe  who  are  infedted  and 
others. 

2dly.  The  gradual  progrefs  and  known 
fubtilty  of  the  variolous  poifon. 

As  to  the  firft,  I well  remember,  that 
in  the  earlieft  part  of  my  life  mankind 
were  in  general  more  fearful  of  Small  Pox 
than  at  prefent.  Country  people  dreaded 
coming  to  town,  left  they  ihould  catch 
the  diftemper,  and  the  refidents  in  town 

ct  were 
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were  cautious  of  going  into  the  way  of  in^ 
fe&ion.  For  the  truth  of  this  aflertion  I 
appeal  to  the  memory  of  thofe  who  like 
myfelf  have  long  known  the  city  of  Lon- 
don. Neither  of  thefe  is,  in  general,  the 
cafe  at  prelent;  and,  notwithftanding  what 
the  mo  ft  ftrenuous  advocates  for  Inocula- 
tion  have  been  able  to  advance,  it  has  been 
proved  beyond  the  poftibility  of  a doubt, 
that  fome  have  caught  the  difeafe  from  the 
inoculated,  and  Inch  of  courfe  have  contri- 
buted to  fpread  the  infection.  Wherefore 
this  will  in  fome  degree  account  for  the 
difeafe  having  continued  to  increafe,  by  be- 
ing in  a feries  of  years  more,  univerfally 
difleminated,.  and  the  following  confidera- 
tions  with  refpedl  to  the  fecond  caufe  aft 
figned  will  fupport  this  argument. 

It  is  to  Inoculation  we  are  indebted  for 
the  difcovery  of  the  fubtle  nature  of  the 
variolous  poifon,  both  in  refpedt  to  the 
fmall  proportion  that  is  fufficient  to  infedft 
and  alfo  that  the  infedlion  may  be  dried, 
and  in  that  condenfed  ft  ate  p refer  ved  for  a 
very  great  length  of  time,  and  yet  retain 
its  aftivity  and  power  of  re-producing  the 
' ! difeafe, 
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difeafe*  Now  it  is  certainly  true,  that 
what  may  have  been  pradlifed  by  artifts  to 
preferve  the  infection  for  their  own  ufe, 
will  alfo  happen  on  other  occafions  by  ac- 
cident. For  example,  thofe  who  have  the 
difeafe  badly  will  in  feci  the  cloaths,  furni- 
ture, or  any  other  fubftances  that  are  near 
them.  And  among  the  poor  in  London, 
whofe  fituation  in  life  neither  admits  of  a 
change  of  raiment,  or  furniture,  nor  even  o£ 
the  leifure  neceflkry  to  clean  them,  the  con- 
fequence  of  one  having  the  Small  Pox  very 
full  muft  neceflarily  be,  that  the  apartment 
and  all  that  is  in  it  will  remain  in  an  in- 
fedled  Hate;  and  in  fome  diftant  period, 
when  a perfon  who  has  not  had  the  difeafe 
fhall  chance  to  be  in  contact  with  the  in- 
fedled  place,  or  the  difpofition  of  the  air  or 
fome  other  unknown  caufe  Fhall  loofen  and 
diffufe  the  feeds  of  infection,  it  may  become 
adlive,  and  the  difeafe  appear  again.  And 
this  mode  of  reafoning  (added  to  the  in- 
fedlion  being  fpread  while  the  di (temper 
is  adlually  exifting)  not  only  accounts  for 
the  difeafe  being  more  general,  but  alfo 
why  fome  fall  with  it  without  being 

0^2  able 
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able  to  difcover  in  what  manner  it  was 
contra&ed. 

From  the  laft  fubjedl  it  is  natural  to 
make  a tranfition  to  what  may  be  expeded 
in  future.  That  the  Small  Pox  is  a difeafe 
that  has  its  boundary  as  to  the  extent  of 
its  mifchief  is  certain,  and  though  it  may 
be  impoffible  to  ipeak  with  precifion  on  this 
head,  yet  feme  points,  duly  weighed,  will 
very  much  affift  in  forming  an  opinion. 

That  the  fame  perfen  can  have  the  dif- 
temper  but  once,  affords  a proof  that  the 
deaths  will  be  in  feme  degree  limited  by 
the  number  of  births.  Now  the  number 
of  thofe  who  have  died  annually  of  Small 
Pox  for  the  laft  ten  years,  amounts  to  about 
2300,  and  if  we  fuppofe  one  in  fix  to  have 
died,  it  will  appear  that  about  14,000  per 
Annum  pafs  through  this  difeafe  ; and  if  it 
is  taken  into  the  account  that  17,000  is 
nearly  the  number  that  are  annually  chrif- 
tened,  and  that  of  thofe,  the  average  deaths 
under  two  years  of  age  (many  of  which 
die  of  diferders  peculiar  to  early  infancy) 
amount  to  almoft  half  the  number  of  births, 

and 
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and  that  moreover  a yery  confiderable  num- 
ber who  have  been  inoculated  in  the  Hofpital 
at  Pancras  and  in  private  practice  muft  be 
deducted,  the  lofs  from  this  diftemper  will 
appear  incredible  without  luppofing  fome 
other  caufe.  It  has  therefore  with  great  rea- 
fon  been  prefumed,  that  a confiderable  (hare 
of  the  number  of  deaths  from  Small  Pox  is 
furnifhed  by  the  fupplies  which  are  continu- 
ally flocking  to  town  from  diftant  parts. 

The  whole  of  what  I have  now  advanced 
being  attended  to,  it  will  feern  extremely 
probable,  that  the  Small  Pox  is  already 
arrived  at  its  utmoft  pitch  in  refpeft  to  the 
deaths  within  the  Bills  of  Mortality,  and 
that  we  may  expect  an  abatement  on  this 
head,  for  the  obvious  reafon,  that  one  fource 
will  be  very  much  flopped  by  the  extend ve 
practice  of  general  Inoculations  in  the  coun- 
try, which  have  prevailed  in  a remarkable 
manner  within  the  laft  two  years  in  the 
counties  of  Bedford,  Bucks,  Herts,  and 
Cambridge,  and  others  contiguous  to  Lon- 
don ; and  thefe  patients  have  been  general- 
ly fuch  inferior  perfons  as  may  be  iuppofed 
to  fupply  London.  To  fuch  extent  has 

this 
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this  praftice  been  carried,  that  I imagine 
the  number  muft  amount  to  many  thou- 
fands ; and  for  the  mod  part  it  has  been 
conducted  properly,  that  is  to  fay,  every 
one  has  been  inoculated,  or  retired  from 
the  fcene  of  infection  : for  this  precau- 
tionary method  may  be  adopted  in  the 
country,  though  it  is  totally  impracticable 
in  London. 

Thofe  who  agree  with  me  in  thefe  points 
will  I believe  allow,  that  it  is  a duty  in- 
cumbent on  all  to  take  every  precautionary 
method  to  prevent  the  Small  Pox  being 
fpread  by  the  inoculated  or  fuch  who  may 
have  it  naturally.  And  thofe  who  from 
charitable  motives  are  defirous  to  favour 
any  poor  perfons,  fhould  extend  their  be- 
nevolence to  every  one  they  recommend 
fo  effectually,  that  they  may  neither  want 
neceffaries  during  the  difeafe,  nor  be  fo 
lituated  as  to  infeft  others  ; and  where  this 
true  Charity  is  (hewn  I cannot  doubt  but 
the  Family  Phyfician,  Surgeon,  or  Apo- 
thecary will  add  his  attendance  without  a 
reward.  But  the  only  eftablilhment  that 

can 
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can  effectually  anfwer  a general  purpofe,  I 
am  certain,  is  an  Hofpital  properly  encou- 
raged, which  it  is  extremely  probable  that 
Legiflature  if  applied  to,  will  endow  in 
an  ample  manner. 
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APPENDIX. 

^ | 'HE  following  quotation  is  taken 
1 from  Thoughts  on  general  and  par- 
tial Inoculations,  p.  36,  &c.  where  (peak- 
ing of  inoculating  the  Poor  at  their  own 
Houles,  it  is  laid  ; 

4 6 It  may  reafonably  be  prefumed,  that 
44  the  greater  number  of  thefe  will  be  per- 
44  fons  in  narrow  circumflances,  or  in  a 
44  ftate  of  poverty,  having  nothing  before- 
4*  hand  to  fupport  an  illnefs,  and  yet  the 
44  whole  family  who  have  not  had  the  dif- 
44  eale  are  to  be  inoculated.  Whoever 
44  has  vilited  the  abodes  of  the  poor  in  and 
44  about  London,  mull  allow  the  fcene  to 
44  be  truly  miferable;  their  habitations  in 
44  clofe  alleys,  courts,  and  lanes,  generally 
44  cold,  dirty,  and  in  great  want  of  necef- 
44  faries,  even  of  bedding  itfelf,  a requifite 
44  of  the  greateft  ufe  in  time  of  ficknefs; 
44  there  are  frequently  feveral  families  under 
4“4  one  roof;  the  men,  if  induftrious,  em- 

44  ployed 
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ployed  In  daily  labour,  the  women  la 
waffling  and  alluding  in  different  fami- 
lies, or  waiting  at  markets  to  carry  little 
burdens  as  porters,  and  other  unavoid- 
able employments  abroad.  None  of  thefe 
can  remit  their  occupations  to  attend  the 
lick,  without  expofing  their  families  to 
the  diftrefs  which  the  want  of  the  little 
money  their  induffry  earned  would  in- 
fallibly occaiion  ; how  or  in  what  man- 
ner are  patients  to  be  nurfed  and  fupplied 
with  food  and  neceflaries  during  the  ill- 
nefs,  or  who  is  to  be  relied  on,  that  the 
medicines  and  diet  enjoined  by  the  per- 
fon  who  attends,  fhali  be  regularly  com- 
plied with  ? 

6 4 Can  any  one  be  fo  inconfiderate  as  to 
bring  diieafe  into  a family  before  heal- 
thy, without  having  firft  a reafonable 
expectation,  that  what  their  fituation 
may  require  will  certainly  be  provided  ? 
No  one  acquainted  with  the  general  tem- 
per of  pariih  officers,  will  much  depend 
on  their  affiftance ; on  the  contrary  , 
they  will  mofi  probably  oppoie  the  p,aa 
to  the  utmoft  of  their  endeavours,  from 

R an 
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c*  an  apprehenfion  that  the  difeafe  will  be 
66  fpread  by  thele  means,  and  occafion  a 
46  confequent  increafe  of  expence  to  the 
46  parifh. 

66  But  admitting  thefe  objections  could 
44  be  removed,  one  very  important  point, 

K 4 that  more  immediately  refpeCts  the  fecu- 
4 4 rity  of  the  patients  and  the  public,  fhould 
44  be  attended  to. 

44  One  great  caufe  of  the  fuccefs  that 
44  attends  the  prefent  practice,  is  fuppofed 
44  to  be  the  expofure  of  patients  to  frelh 
44  air;  and  the  more  alarming  the  fymp- 
44  toms,  the  greater  is  the  neceffity  of  ad- 
44  miniftering  this  falutary  relief.  The 
44  poor  who  are  inoculated  in  their  own 
44  confined  dwellings,  with  perhaps  many 
44  in  family,  will  affuredly  require  this  re- 
44  viving  ventilation.  They  have  no  gar- 
44  dens,  areas,  or  the  convenience  of  car- 
44  riages  ; are  they  to  be  carried  or  led 
about  the  ftreets  when  ill,  to  the  terror 
44  and  danger  of  the  neighbourhood  ? 


44*  Having 
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44  Having  fuggefted  a few  of  the  diffi- 
44  culties  that  muft  enfue  to  the  patients, 

44  it  will  not  be  improper  to  confider, 

44  how  far  the  community  will  be  likely 
44  to  be  affected  by  the  practice. 

44  To  conduct  the  bufinefs  of  the  Inocu- 
44  lation,  fome  place  or  places  centrically 
44  fituated  muft  be  provided,  at  which  the 
44  patients  ftiould  affemble  in  order  to  be 
44  inoculated,  and  to  which  the  feveral  fa- 
44  milies  of  the  lick  muft  have  recourfe  for 
44  the  neceffary  medicines  and  , directions 
44  during  the  diftemper.  To  find  one  or 
46  more  fuch  places  in  the  whole  city, 
<c  where  the  neighbourhood  would  fuffer 
66  an  office  of  this  kind  to  be  eftablifhed, 
46  at  which  a great  number  of  the  poor 
46  muft  be  affembled  at  noon-day,  to  re- 
44  ceive  an  infectious  and  dangerous  difeafe, 
44  is  hardly  poflihle  to  conceive  ; and  if  we 
44  confider  that  thefe  perfons  muft  intermix 
44  with  others,  who  are  attending  to  pro- 
44  cure  the  neceffary  medicines  for  their 
44  difeafed  families,  and  who  have  been 
44  obliged  to  make  their  way  on  foot 
44  through  the  public  ftreets,  from  every 


quarter  of  the  met  opolis,  in  ''their  in- 

fed*:  - d apparel,  the  public  danger  becomes 
great  and  inevitable. 


46  But  fhoiild  the  poor  who  are  proper  to 
undergo  the  operation  be  inoculated,  and. 
means  for  their  iubfiftence  be  provided, 
queilions  will  a me  rapediino  the  fate  of 


their  neighbours,  feme  df  whom  will  be 
precluded  from  the  ame  advantage,  by 
being  afredted  with  other  difeafes,  and 
others,  who  have  fcrong  prejudices  againft 
it,  will  be  totally  averfe  to  the  pradfice. 
Is  it  reaforiable  to  bring  the  Small  Pox  to 
the  doors  of  per  fobs  thus  circumftanced, 
againft  their  confent  ? One  fhudders  at 
the  thought  of  fuch  an  infult  to  huma- 
nity ! But  it  is  not  only  the  immediate 
neighbours  that  would  be  endangered'; 
to  be  well  informed  how  far  the  mif- 


chr.  f might  be  extended,  one  muft  take 
into  account  the  iituation  and  condudt 
of  the  patients,  and  it  may  fafely  be 
afferted  from  experience,  that  the  fol- 
lowing would  be  found  to  be  a true  re- 
prefen tation. 
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4S  The  inoculated  may  be  divided  into 
46  two  claffes.  One  in  whom  the  diftem- 
44  per  is  io  mild  as  to  admit  the  parties  to 
65  go  abroad;  the  other,  where  the  num- 
46  her  of  puftules  is  io  confiderable  as  to 
46  confine  the  patients  at  home;  by  far  the 
44  greater  number  will  be  of  the  firft  fort ; 
44  and  whatever  orders  may  be  given  to  the 
44  contrary,  it  will  be  impoffible  to  reftrain 
44  them  from  taking  undue  liberties  ; the 
44  children  who  are  of  an  age  for  it  will  be 
44  found  in  the  ftreets  with  their  former 
44  playfellows,  and  the  men  and  women 
44  who  are  able,  will  be  endeavouring  to 
44  get  into  their  former  employments  to 
44  earn  a little  money,  without  regarding 
44  the  injury  they  may  occafion  to  others. 
44  The  few  who-  may  be  confined  with  a 
4*  lefs  favourable  difeafe,  will  in  feci  the 
44  houfe  and  their  family,  and  the  infedlion 
44  will  be  fpread  from  the  goffiping  diipo- 
44  fition  of  the  poor,  who  are  generally 
44  troublefome  vifitants  to  their  lick  neigh- 
44  hours;  and  after  all  is  over,  the  firft  fal- 
44  lying  forth  in  their  infedled  cloaths  is 
44  certain  to  add  to  the  mifchieft 


44  It 
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44  It  is  unneceflary  to  dwell  any  longer 
**  on  the  confequences  of  fuch  a condudt  to 
44  the  refidents  in  fuch  alleys ; but  there  am 
44  others  who  claim  our  regard. 

44  Country  people  who  are  obliged  to 
44  come  to  town  to  tranfaft  their  bufinefs, 
44  and  others  who  bring  their  families  to 

44  vifit  relations,  or  to  entertain  them  with 

» 

44  the  pleafures  of  the  town,  are  generally 
4 4 under  dreadful  apprehenfions  of  the  Small 
44  Pox;  how  would  their  fears  and  danger 
44  be  increafed,  if  the  poor  were  continually 
44  under  inoculation  ? 

44  Another  though tlefs,  but  moft  ufeful 
44  race  of  men,  are  well  entitled  to  our  beffc 
44  endeavours  for  the  prefervation  of  their 
44  healths  and  lives  : I mean,  failors  and 
44  feafaring  men,  of  our  own  and  other 
44  countries;  it  is  well  known  that  our 
44  fliores,  on  both  fides  of  the  river,  are 
44  continually  crouded  with  thefe,  during 
44  their  ftay  in  this  country. 

44  Many  of  them  have  not  had  the  Small 
Pox,  and  their  mode  of  living  is  the  re- 

44  verfe 
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44  verfe  of  due  preparation ; if  Inoculation 
4 4 fliould  be  pra£tifed  in  the  houfes  of  the 
44  poor,  it  cannot  be  doubted  that  many 
4 4 of  thefe  would  catch  this  diftemper. 

44  Is  it  poffible  to  reflect  without  horror 
44  on  the  lituation  of  fuch  of  thofe  unhappy 
44  fellows,  who  ihould  fall  ill  of  the  Small 
44  Pox  in  the  miferable  lodgings  they  ufu- 
*4  ally  inhabit,  perhaps  without  a friend  to 
44  take  the  leaft  care  of  them  ? or  of  the 
44  ftill  more  calamitous  ftate  of  others,  who 
46  being  infected  on  fhore  ihould  fall  lick 
44  at  fea,  where  neither  medicine  nor  pro- 
44  per  attendance  can  be  had,  and  carry 
44  likewife  with  them  in  their  unwaihed 
44  cloaths,  the  fatal  diftemper  into  diftant 
u climates  ? ’* 


POST- 
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P.  O S T S C R I P T. 

BY  unavoidable  accidents  the  publica- 
tion of  this  treatife  has  been  delayed 
at  leaft  a month  longer  than  was  expeded. 
During  that  period  the  Bills  of  Mortality 
for  1777  have  been  printed,  and  from 
them  it  appears,  that  the  total  of  burials  is 
23,334,  and  the  number  of  deaths  by  the 
Small  Pox  is  2,567,  which  is  no  in 
1000,  This  circumftance  without  any 
comment  further  refutes  the  beaded  infe- 
rence from  the  tables,  46  that  Small  Pox 
44  does  not  deftroy  fo  many  now  as  for- 
64  merly,”  and  confirms  what  1 have  ad- 
vanced on  the  fubjed.  This  alarming  in- 
creafe  Dr.  Watkinfon  and  Dr.  Sims  will 
probably  account  for  by  a refource  to  their 
old  Syftem  of  Epidemic,  which  is  to  extri- 
cate them  from  every  difficulty  ; but  I be- 
lieve, that  mofi:  who  read  this  treatife  will 
be  of  opinion,  that  this  fpecies  of  Epidemic 
has  been  very  much  occafioned  by  the  care- 
lefs  intercourfe  of  inoculated  patients  with 
others,  and  therefore  the  Society  mult  be 
charged  with  a large  ’fhare  of  the  mifchief, 

*■  F I N I S. 
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